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The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 
LONDON, JUNE 29, 1889. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


We print elsewhere the “ Rules of the Supreme Court, June, 
1889,” which annul the Rules of May, 1889, and re-issue them 
with alterations consequent on the representations of the committee 
of the Incorporated Law Socicty. We announced, on the best 
authority, a few weeks ago that the suggested amendment with 
regard to an appeal from the taxing master under rule 5a of the 
Rules of May, 1889, would be conceded; and it will be seen, on 
comparing rule 8 of the new rules, that this has been done. The 
words ‘in the opinion of the taxing master” have been struck out, 
and a clause has been added to the effect that ‘‘ the provisions as 
to the review of taxations shall apply to allowances and certificates 
under this rule.” So far, the result of the recent movement is 
satisfactory, end a great point has been gained. One main 
objection we urged from the first against the rule—viz., that the 
solicitor would be left to the absolute caprice of the taxing master, 
without any opportunity for review of taxation—has been admitted 
to be well-founded, and has been removed. We regret to observe, 
however, that the Rule Committee have refusod to strike out 
the obnoxious words “or other circumstances,” or to insert a pro- 
vision, suggested by the solicitors’ committee, that the taxing master, 
before making his certificate, should, at the request of any of the 
parties, state in writing his reasons and grounds for allowing a grosa 
sum, with certain consequential provisions. With regard to another 
point of great importance raised by the committee, the alteration is 
not eatisfactory. The original rule 5) of the Rules of May, 1889, 
provided that, ‘if, on the taxation of a bill of costs payable out of a 
fund or estate (real or personal), or out of the assets of a company 
in liquidation, the amount of ¢he professional charges (exclusive 
of disbursements) contained in the bill is reduced by a sixth 
part thereof, no costs shall be allowed to the solicitor leav- 
ing the bill for taxation for drawing aud copying it, nor for at- 
tending the taxation.” The solicitors’ committee pointed out that 
‘under the Solicitors Act, 1843, if one-sixth is taxed off the whole 
Bill, including disbursements, the colicitor has to pay the costs of 
taxation. In a taxation under the Solicitors Act, the sixth is 
measured by the amount of the whole bill, including disburse- 
ments. Disbursements almost always exceed one-third of the 
whole bill, and are seldom much reduced ; co that a sixth taken off 
the charges, exclusive of disbursements, means a reduction of the 
whole bill by about a ninth only, instead of a sixth as under the 
Solicitors Act.” Aud the committee suggested that the new rule 
should read, “‘If . . . the amount of the bill is reduced bya 
sixth part in consequence of the disallowance of charges which were 
not reasonably and properly inserted in the bill with a view to 
obtaining the taxing master’s decision as to allowance thereof, the 
taxing master shall be at liberty to disallow the solicitor leaving 
the bill for taxation his costs of drawing and copying his bill and 
for attending the taxation.”” But as the rule now appears the 
words “ (exclusive of disbursements)” only have been struck out, 
and it is provided that ‘* if the amount of the professional 
charges contained in the bill is reduced by a sixth part, no costs,” 
&e. The question arises, whether the ‘‘ profeesional charges” do 
or do not include disbursements ? Can disbursements be held to be 
*‘ professional charges’’? From the omission of the words ‘‘ ex. 





clusive of disbursements’’ it must be taken that it is intended to 
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include them, but it is doubtful whether this intention is carried | person is allowed to enter into articles of clerkship with a view to 


out by the rule. We cannot believe that it is intended to exclude 


admission as a solicitor. This would, in the opinion of the Law 


disbursements by a side wind, for we imagine that this would in- | Society, be a retrograde step, which woull not be for the benefit 
volve a grave breach of faith. But it is very desirable that some lof the public or the legal profession. Underclause 4 of the Bill 


authoritative explanation should be obtained as to this matter. 


Tue Layp Transrer Bitt is set down in the paper of the ILouse | 
of Lords 'to be further proceeded with on Thursday next. Amend- | 


ments by Earl Beavcuawr, end possibly other peers, will be moved 
on the motion that the Bill do pass. 


Tue srectaL notice as to Queen’s Bench interlocutory appeals | 


which was referred to last week (anfe, p. 535) has been altered, 
and the present arrangement is that (ueen’s Bench interlocutory 
appeals will be heard in Court of Appeal No. 2 de die in diem 
until the list is finished, and that, until then, no Chancery final 
appeals will be taken in that court other than those which have 
already been in the daily list. 


1 
n 


We cxpenstanp that, with regard to the new Rule of Court 
(ord. 65, r. 19), which provides that ‘The proper officer, by | 
whom any order directing a taxation of costs sha!l be drawn up, 
ehall certify upon that order the date on which it was signed, | 
entered, or otherwise perfected,” a stamp is now in use at the | 
Chancery Registrar’s Office, the impress of which upon an order | 
will clearly authenticate the fact of its being entered and the | 
date of entry. 

THERE ane some remarkable circumstances altendiog the issue of | 
the Rules of Court of May, 1889, and the amended rules of June, | 
1889. The print of the former rules, as supplied for official use, 
contained no signatures of members of the Rule Committee, but did | 
provide a date at which the rules were to come into operation. 
The print of the rules of June, 18#9, annulling the former rules, 
although signed by the members of the Rule Committee, does not 
state any date at which the new rules are to come into operation, | 
nor does it state from what date the rules of May, 1589, are to be 
annulled. 


Tae statement, made by Lord Coteripsr at the Mansion House 
dinner, that Lord Esucr and his colleagues in the Court of Appeal 
No. 1 have offered assistance in taking the place of some of those 
judges who are away or are specially engaged, confirms a rumour 
which had been current during some days previously. It is ex- | 
pected tbat Cour’ of Appeal No. 2 will presently have disposed, 


not only of the Queen’s Bench interlocutory appeals, but also of all | 


the Chancery Appeals, and will be able to take Queen’s Bench final | 
appeals while the members of the other division of the Court of | 
Appeal are otherwise occupied. | 


Soricitoks WILL onsenve with satisfaction the important 
change which was made in the toast relating to the legal 
profession given at the Mansion House dinner to the judges. 
Hitherto, from time immemorial, the toast has been ‘‘ The Bench 


| tion must, it seems, be read together: eaves v. Spooner, 36 W. R. 
| 257, C.A.) It is, however, to be regretted that section 116 was 
| not more carefully drafted, so as to exclude all possibility of doubt 


and the Bar,” and it has been responded to by the senior judge | 


present on bebalf of the bench, and by the Attorney-General on 


behalf of the bar. On Wednesday, however, the toast was divided ; | 


‘* Her Majesty’s Judges” being responded to by the Lord Chief 
Justice, and ‘* The Legal Prefession,” 
Attorney-General on behalf of the bar, and by the President of 
the Incorpcrated Law Society on behalf of the solicitors. We 
believe that this change, which gives to solicitors for the first time 
the recognition to which they are entitled, is due to a suggestion 
made by Mr. Laxr, and most courteously and promptly acted on by 


the Lord Mayor. It will be observed that the Attorney-General | 


| any person who may have been a paid Jaw clerk for fifteen years 


| to a solicitor, and can produce satisfactory evidence as to faithful, 
| honest, and diligent service for that period, may be admitted to 
practise on passing the final examination, without service under 
articles or any other evidence of fitness. Under clause 5 any 
| person who has been similarly a law clerk for seven years may, 
| subject to the like evidence, and on passing the preliminary, inter- 
mrdiste, and final examinations (apparently at the same time), bs 
admitted to practise without having served under articles of 
clerkship. Power is granted to the Lord Chancellor, the Lord 
Chief Justice of the Qucen’s Bench, and the Master of the Rolls 
in Ireland to dispense, in specisl cases, with the examinations 
contemplated by the Bill. The evil effects of the power of 
|exemption from the preliminary examization are keenly felt in 
| England, though they are miuimized by the fact that all applica- 
| tions for dispensation are submitted to the Council of the Incor- 


——- | porated Law Society by the Lord Chief Justice and the Master of 


| the Rolls, who in most cases act on the recommendations of the 
council. It would be a disastrous thing for the profession in 
| Ireland, end probably in England also, if the Bill in question 


| should become Jaw, and we are glad to find that the Law Societies 


of Ireland and England are taking very active measures towards 
defeating it, in which we hope they will be successful. 





Ti 1s rrovipen by KR. 8. C., ord. 65, r. 12, that “in actions 
founded on contract, in which the plaintiff recovers, by judgment 
or otherwise, a sum (exclusive of costs) not exceeding £50, he shall 
be entitled to no more costs than he would have been entitled to 


| bad he brough this action in a county court, unless the court or a 


judge otherwise orders.’ Oa the other hand, the County Courts 
Act, 1888, enacts, by section 116, that if, in such actions, the 
plaintiff ‘‘ shall recover a eum of £20, or upwards, but Jess than 


| £50, he shall not be entitled to any more costs than he would have 


been entitled to if the action had been brought in a county court.” 
The difference in the language of these two provisions raises a diffi- 
culty in determining what scale of costs shall apply where a plain- 
tiff, in an action of contract, recovers £50 exactly. If rule 12 is to 
apply, then, undoubtedly, such a plaintiff would be entitled to 
county court ccests only. If, however, section 116 is to prevail, 


| then it is submitted that he could claim High Court costs, upon 
| the ground that eection 116, by providing that a pleintiff who re- 


covers Jess than £50 shall be entitled only to county court costs, 
by implication at all events, gives High Court costs to any plain- 
tiff who, in an action of contract, recovers a sum ‘‘ not Jess”? than 
£50—i.e., £50 and upwards. Probably, however, it would be 
held, should the suggested difficulty of construction ever have to be 


| eolved in court, that there is no real inconsistency between the rule 
| and section in question, as the latter merely provides for the case 


of a plaintiff who recovers less than £50, leaving rule 12 to apply 


| where £50 exactly is recovered. In other words, the rule and sec- 


| as to its meaning. 





| Tne case of Phillips v. Cayley (reported elsewhere) con- 


being responded to by the | tributes another decision antagonistic to that in Jte Marsh, 


| Mason vy. Thorne (37 W. R. 10). The latter case, upon which 
| we have several times commented (32 Soxrjcrrors’ Jovrnat, 521, 
|ante, yp. 150, 448), decided that a power contained in a 
| marriage settlement, and directed to be exercised by will 
| ‘legally executed and expressly referring to this power or 
the subject thereof,” was executed by a general devise. Mr. 


referred to the change in his epeech, and cordially accepted it on | Justice Nortm held that, as the objects of the power were 
behalf of the bar, expressing his gratification that it had been | unlimited, section 27 of the Wills Act, 1837, applied, and over- 


made. 


rode the restriction on the mode of appointment sought to be 


| imposed by the deed. The question soon after arose in the two 


Tue Ixcorronaten Law Soctery have presented a petition | cases of Charles v. Burke (60 L. T. Rep. N. S. 380) and Re 








against the Law Clerks (Ireland) Bill, in which an attempt is| Phillips, Robinson v. Burke (37 W. RB. 504). These referred to 
made in some cares to render unnecessary, and in others to lower | similar eettlements made by the same testator, each of which con- 
the efficiency of, the educational tests at present required before a! tained a direction to trustees to deal with certain funds as the tes- 
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tator should ‘‘ from time to time by any writing (but not by his 
last will or testament or any codicil thereto, unless he shall 
expressly refer to the said trust fund and premises) order or direct.” 
The first case was decided by Kay, J., and, in considering whether 
the power was executed by a general devise, he took the ground 
that, upon the whole terms of the settlement then before him, it 
was really a power of revocation and new appointment, and was, 
therefore, on the authority of Palmer v. Newell (20 Beav. 32) and 
Pomfret vy. Perring (5 De G. M. & G. 775), excluded from the 
operation of section 27. Apart, however, from this special reason, 
he appears to have thought. the correctness of the decision in Re 
Marsh by no means certain. In the second case, although the 
terms of the instrument in question were the same, this ground 
was not: taken, but Curry, J., relied solely upon the words exclud- 
ing execution by a will unless it expressly referred to the power. 
On comparison it will be seen that these are much stronger than the 
corresponding words in Jte Marsh, and therefore the cases were 
distinguishable; but, even if they had been the same, Curry, J., 
intimated that he should have had difficulty in following the latter 
decision. But the present case of Phillips v. Cayley does more 
than express mere doubt of Re Marsh. The power here was to be 
exercised by the testator ‘‘ by writing under his hand (not being a 
will or codicil), or by a will or codicil expressly referring to this 
power.” The words, therefore, are practically the same as those 
in Re Marsh, and Kexewica, J., encouraged by the opinions of 
Kay and Curry, JJ., held, in direct opposition to that decision, 
that a general devise is no execution of such a power. This 
was upon the ground that section 27 only applies to powers 
uoder which the testator can appoint ix any manner he thinks 
proper, and that these words must refer, not only to the objects 
of the power, but also to the method of its exercise. Hence, 
when a restriction is put upon such method—as by excluding wills 
of a particular kind—the testator cannot appoint in any manner he 
thinks proper within the meaning of th» section. This appears to 
be a very reasonable construction, and, ou the particular pvint in 
question, the authorities may for the present be taken to be in 
favour of it; but it must be remembered that, for the section to 
apply, it is not always necessary for the manner of exercising the 
power to be unrestricted. In Hawthorn v. Shedden (3 Sm. & G. 
308) Sruart, V.C., following the opinion of Lord St. Leonarps, 
held that a power of appointment, restricted to exercise by will, 
was sufficiently general to bo within the section, and though this 
differs from the case where the exercise is to be only by a parti- 
cular kind of will, the decision indicates a possible difficulty. 
The reasons assigned by Kexewicn, J., apparently conflict, not 
only with Re Marsh, but also with Hawthorn v. Shedden. 





THE THIRD READING OF THE LAND TRANSFER 
BILL. 


We pointed out at the time the Land Transfer Bill was brought 
in, the shrewdness of the plan which was adopted this session 
with regard to it. The Lord Chancellor, in introducing it, 
suggested that it would be convenient that any discussion 
“either of the principles or of the details of the Bill” should 
be postponed until it had returned from the Select Committee ; 
and some of the advantages of this course may be seen from 
a perusal of his speech on Tuesday evening. He urged that 
the committee had devoted a great deel of time and attention 
to the subject; that every question raised before it had been 
fully and carefully considered and debated; that a stronger or 
more competent committee it would be very difficult to find, and 
‘that the Bill should have passed through such a committee was 
no small circumstance in its favour.’’ In other words, the dis- 
cussion of principle and detail having been expressly postponed 
until after the Bill had been received from the committee, the 
House was now, when the Bill had returned from the committee, 
invited to swallow it whole because it had been before the com- 
mittee! Of course no allusion was made to the narrowness of the 
majorities by which many of the clauses had bien passed in com- 
mittee. 

Nor was this the only advantage accruing from the course pur- 
sued. It enabled Lord Sarisnury to make a great point of the 
“peculiar use which bad been made of the forms of the House ’’— 








in that ‘‘the speeches made against this Bill have been a succession 
of speeches in committee the grounds urged against the 
Bill were not grounds levelled at its principle, were not grounds 
denying the beneficence of its objects, but grounds of detail, such 
as objections to expense and machinery, which ought to have been 
urged and discussed in committee.” Lord Saissury had no doubt 
forgotten that the second reading of the Bill was assented to as a 
mere matter of formality on the express statement, on behalf of the 
Government, that any discusssion ‘‘ either of the principles or of 
the details of the Bill’’ should be postponed until it had returned 
from the Select Committee. It is unfortunate that there was no 
one at hand to remind the noble lord of this undertaking. 

But even these circumstances do not exhaust the advantages 
accruing from the course adopted with regard to the Bill. Last 
year the storm of criticism which burst on the second reading of 
the Bill came largely from the benches the occupants of which 
this year smiled complacently upon it, and voted for its third read- 
ing. Lord Krupertey last year asked his brother peera, quite 
fiercely, whether, looking at the compulsion clause, they ‘‘ desired 
to be placed under this legal harrow.” Lord Herscrett also, 
last year, fell tooth and nail on the measure. By the soothing 
committee process (or otherwise) all this wrath has been allayed, 
and this year Lord Herscnent is to be reckoned among the 
warm friends and admirers of the Bill. His newborn zeal led 
him into at least one statement which we must take the liberty, 
notwithstanding our sincere esteem for his character and abilities, 
of terming rather hasty and superficial, He had read in this 
journal, he said, ‘“‘the most alarmist statements as to the effect it 
(the Bill] was going to produce on country solicitors—a large 
proportion of them would be ruined. If the country 
solicitors were to be ruined it would be by the money which 
was going into their pockets. remaining in the pockets of the land- 
owners.’ One would really have thought that a man of Lord 
Hunscuer.’s capacity would not have laid himself open to the 
obvious retort that one main reason for objecting to the Bill was 
precisely that the money would zo¢ ‘‘remain in the pockets of 
the landowners,”’ but would go into the coffers of the Land 
Transfer Office ; that many solicitors are to be ruined to enable a 
vast system of Government offices to be established which are to 
do solicitors’ work and receive the fees which at present go to the 
sulicitors. It is rather surprising that, even with all the advan- 
tages we have mentioned, and with Lord Sarisnury’s vigorous 
support, the Bill should only have scraped through by a majority 
of nine. 

One main point of interest in the debate was the frankness with 
which the Lord Chancellor avowed the absence of any reason for 
finding fault with the way in which solicitors have conducted the 
business of land transfer, and the unreasonableness of any outcry 
against their charges for the work performed by them at present. 
‘‘He had never joined,” be said, ‘‘and never would join, in the 
idle cry against solicitors for the charges they made. They did 
their duty with great care and success, and if their lordships 
rendered it imperative to have an investigation into the history of 
every piece of land, and if people were trained to perform that 
work, they must be paid for it.” This straightforward and honour- 
able testimony will go far to remove the impression created by the 
defunct Land Transfer Office notice, but the Lord Chancellor appears 
to have failed to see that, if solicitors perform their duty with care 
aud success, and there is no general demand by the public for a 
reduction of their charges, there is no necessity for any change in the 
present system. Lord Saxissury’s testimony, from personal ex- 
perience, as quoted by the Duke of Makxsoroven, was that, while 
‘Cin France the almost fixed charge for conveying land is 12 per 
cent. on the purchase-money, in this country the charge, according 
to my experience, does not exceed, as a rule, 4 or 5 per cent.” 

With regard to compulsion, while the Lord Chancellor spoke 
with great caution and reserve, Lord Hexscuett this year came for- 
ward as its unequivocal advocate. He based his argument largely 
on the circumstance that since the Bill was alleged in these 
columns to be calculated to seriously diminish the profite of solici- 
tors, they would not be likely to advise their clients to avail them- 
selves of it if recourse to it was voluntary. Here, again, we 
confess we are surprised at the shallowness of a speaker who is 
justly credited in general with great sagacity and common sense. 
Granted, for the moment, that solicitors would be so careless 
of their clients’ interests as to do their utmost to dissuade 
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them from taking advantage of a voluntary system of land tranefir'!thut the question on the words of the 17th section is just 
which offered really substantisl benefits, does Lord Hexscuext, | as clear as that ou tie words of the 4th section. Lord Justice 
as a man of the world, think that the opposition of all the | Fry observed that the result of the decision was somewhat 
solicitors in England could prevent clients from going to the! singular, because, though the plaintiff cannot avail himself 
Land Registry Office and registering their titles if they were|of the memorandum which has come into existence since the 
convinced that it was greatly for their advantage to do/| action in that action, he could have discontinued that action and 
eco? Clients are not the slaves of their eolicitors, and if; commenced another. That is no doubt true, but that result is not 
a system of voluntary registration very much more efficient, | peculiar to cases under the Statute of Frauds ; it would be the same 
speedy, and cheap than the present system of transfer were estab- in any case where a plaintiff had brought an action prematurely 
lished, opposition by solicitors would be, in the long run, | before a cause of action was complete, which afterwards became 
futile. We think that before Lord Herscuett agein uses his | complete while such action was pending. 
ill-considered argument he would do well to ponder the fol-; The other case, Hugill v. Masker, turned on the conjoint effect 
lowing passsge from the report of the Land Transfer Committee, | of the 17th section of the Statute of Frauds and the 4th section of 
1879:—‘*Even if it could be shewn that it was for the | the Factors Act, 1877, which enacts that when goods have been 
interest of solicitors to evade the Act, and that every solicitor in | sold or contracted to be sold, and the vendee obtains possession of 
England acted from purely selfish motives, there must have been | the documents of title thereto from the vendor, any sale, pledge, 
among the many thousands who have bought land since the Ist of | or disposition of such goods or documents by such vendee so in 
January, 1876, some persons, at least, in a position to judge and | possession shall be as valid and effectual as if such vendee were an 
act for themselves, who, if they really thought that they would | agent or person intrusted by the vendor with the documents 
gain anything by placing their titles on the register, would not | within the meaning of the Factors Acts, provided that the person 
ecruple to do so, and who, having once experienced the benefits of | to whom the sale, pledge, or other disposition is made has not 
the system, would not be slow to shew their appreciation of those | notice of any lien or cther right of the vendor in respect of the 
benefits by resorting to it again.” ' goods. In the case in question, a person having purchased goods 
Solicitors believe that the Bill is unnecessary and unwork- | from the defendants, obtained from them a delivery order, the price 
able, but what they say is, let it be tried on its merits: ex- lof the goods remaining unpsid, and then sold the goods to the 
perience will then soon shew whether they are right or | plaintiffs, handing them the delivery order. The value of the 
wrong. | goods being over £10, and there being no memorandum of the con- 
| tract for sale by the defendants, the question was whether the 
| plaintiffs were within the protection of the 4th section of the 
TWO RECENT DECISIONS ROL Tener | oe Act, 1877. The Court of Appeal held that they were. 
TWO RECENT DEC ISIONS ON Pile STATUTE OF | It seems to us clear, having regard to the objects of the Factors 
FRAUDS. | Act, that this decision is in accordance with the justice and good 
A recent number of the Zaw Reports contained in juxtaposition | 8 ™*¢ of the matter. The question acems to come to this—viz., 
two somewhat interesting decisions in relation to the effect of the | whether the contract for sale contemplated by the Factors Act, 
17th rection of the Statute of Frauds, which were both reported in | 18/7, 8. 4, must neces: arily be a contract legally enforceable, or 
the Weekly Reporter in March last. One of these decisions is | whether a de facto contract is sufficient? The basis upon which 
Lucas v. Dixon (37 W. R. 370, 22 Q. B. D. 357), the other is | the Factors Acts proceed is that, having regard to the exigencies 


Hugill v. Masker (37 W. BR. 390, 22 Q B. D. 364). | of business, it is convenient and just that, when a person is in- 
The point decided in the first caee was that a memorandum of a | trusted with documents of title to goods in the character of an 


aoe 


contract for the purposes of the 17th section of the Statute of | @seutor factor by the owner of the goods, such owner should be 
Frauds must, in order to be available in an action on the contract, bound by the disposition of the goods made by such person. Then 
have been in existence when the action was commenced. This | the Factors Act, 1877, s. 4, simply puts a vendee of goods to 
point has been the subject of discussion in previous cases, but can- | Whom possession of the documents of title has been given by the 
not perhaps be said to have been absolutely settled till this decision, | Vendor in the same position in this respect as an agent intrusted 
so far as the 17th section of the Statute of Frauds is concerned, | With the documents. Now it seems to us clearly immaterial to the 
though the authorities seem pretty clear so far as the 4th section is | 8°rt of business equity (if we may be permitted the expression) 
concerned. It will be remembered that there is a difference in the | "Pon which the provision of the section depends, that the vendee 
language of the two sections, the language of the 4th section being | could not have enforced the contract against the vendor for want 
“no action shall be brought,” while the language of the 17th is|£ compliance with the 17th section of the Statute of Frauds. 
that no contract shall bo ‘allowed to be good”? without a memo- | The material question seems to be, Did the vendor give possession 
randum. The words “no action shall be brought” seem inevitably | of the documents to the person obtaining possession in the 
to imply that the memorandum must be in existence at the date of | chavacter of vendee of them? If so, clearly, as it appere to us, 
the writ; but it was suggested that the contract is only ‘‘ allowed to | the situation is that contemplated by the section. ‘I'he Master 
be good”? when the question arises of proving it at the trial, and of the Rolls pointe d out, io giving | judgment, that the 4th 
therefore the case as to the 17th section was not concluded by the | section of the Factors Act, 1877, is not dealing with the 
authorities with regard to the 4th section. The Court of Appeal rights of the parties to the contract of sale therein contemplated 
declined to give effect to this contention, and we think it clear | #8 against each other (as the 17th section of the Statute of Frauds 
that they could not possibly come to any other conclusion than they | is), but with the rights of third persons who enter into another 
did. transaction on the faith of the possession which the vendee uoder 
It appears to us plain that, on principle, the existence of the that contract has obtained of the documents of title, and that to 
cause of action must be determined by the state of things existing | construe the section as importing that there must be a contract in 
at the time when the action is commenced. The question, then, at | Writing which would satisfy the Statute of Frauds would be to 
issue at the trial really being whether at that date the plaintiff had | 40 away with the mercantile effect of it, and to take away to a 
a good cauee of action for breach of contract, the court would have | Very great extent the protection it was intended to afford. 
been allowing a contract to be good without a memorandum, if they | Lord Justice Bowen, though relying on similar considerations 
had decided in the plaintiff’s favour on the ground that a sufficient | with regard to the intention of the 4th section of the Factors Act, 
memorandum had since action come into existence. It seems clear | 1877, to some extent seems to put his judgment on the scope of 
that, even since the Judicature Acts, the principle of pleading must | the 17th section of the Statute of Frauds, which, he says, “‘ really 
be that the matter in respect of which a party sects up a right and | deals rather with procedure than with the actual rights of the 
claims a remedy must be in existence at the time of pleading. | parties in cases where no question of procedure comes into play.” 
The iesue is, not whether the right exists at the time of trial, but | The expression ‘‘ procedure,” as used by the learned Lord Justice 
whether it existed at the date when it was claimed in the action. | in this relation, clearly does not seem to mean merely practice or 
For instance, if a plaintiff sues for the price of goods, and the defen- | mode of Jegal proceeding. It would appear to include the matter 
dant pleads that the period of credit is unexpired, the question is | of the existence of a remedy or cause of action as well as the 
not. whether the credit has expired xt the tris], but whether it had | matter of the mode of enforcing the remedy. He shews what he 
expired at the dute of the writ. Therefore it seems to us! means clearly enough further on when he says:—‘ In such cases 

















CC 


rs 


ons 
ct, 
of 
lly 
the 
7 
ice 
or 
ter 
the 


868 














=— 





June 29, 1889, 








[i.e., cases within the 17th section of the Statute of Frauds] 
there may be said to be a good contract without writing, though 
there cannot be said to be a good actionable contract without 
writing.” This view appears to come to this :—‘‘ Allowed to be 
good” means allowed to be good for the purposes of legal proceed- 
ings as between the parties thereto, or, as it would seem, any 
persons who merely stand in their shoes—.¢., whose rights depend 
on their rights. It is clear that the essence of the provisions of 
the Factors Acts is that, as in the case of negotiable instruments, 
a better title is given to the innocent transferee for value than 
his transferor had to give him. The sub-vendee or transferee 
under section 4 of the Factors Act, 1877, does not come in merely 
by privity with the vendee, or stand in his shoes: he has a superior 
title. The question is not one of proof or procedure in enforcing a 
title depending on the contract, but it is whether certain circum- 
stances exist under which a statutory title to the goods, inde- 
pendent, to some extent, of the transferor’s title, is created. The 
statute in substance creates a kind of title by estoppel. The effect 
is the same as if the original vendor were estopped, as against the 
innocent transferee, from denying the title of the vendee to whom 
he had given possession of the documents of title. It seems clear 
that, looking at the case in that way, the question whether the 
original contract was or was not enforceable as between the vendor 
and vendee by reason of the Statute of Frauds is not an essential 
element in determining the position as between the vendor and the 
innocent transferee. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
RULES OF THE SUPREME COURT, JUNE 1889. 
Orper LV.—Rule 13a. 


1. In all cases in which the Court has jurisdiction to appoint 
new trustees upon petition, an application may be made to a Judge 
in chambers by summons, and thereupon new trustees may be 
appointed : and by the same or by any subsequent orders to be 
made on the same or any other summons for the purpose, such 
vesting and other consequential orders may be made as the Court 
has jurisdiction to make upon petition for the appointment of new 
trustees. Every such summons shall be iotituled in the same 
manner as the petition seeking the like relief ought to have been, 
and shall be served upon the same persons upon whom the petition 
ought to have been served. 


Orper LV.—Rule 15a. 


2. No order appointing a new trustee, or for general administra- 
tion, or for the execution of a trust, or for accounts or inquiries 
concerning the property of a deceased person or other property 
held upon any trust or concerning the parties entitled thereto, and 
no vesting or other order consequential on the appointment of new 
trustees, shall be made except by the judge in person. 


Orpen LXV.—Rule 18a. 


3. After the word ‘‘ rotation” in Order LXV., Rule 18, cf the 
Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883, insert ‘or in such manner or 
order as the Lord Chancellor may from time to time direct.” 


Orver LXV.—Rule 19s. 


4. The proper officer, by whom any order directing a taxation of 
costs shall be drawn up, shall certify upon the order the date on 
which it was signed, entered, or otherwise perfected. 


Orpver LXV.—Rule 19c. 


5. The solicitor having the carriage of the order shall leave at 
the office of the proper taxing officer within seven days (or such 
further time as the taxing officer may allow for reasons to be certi- 
fied by him), after the order was signed entered or otherwise 
perfected, a copy of it, and (annexed to such copy) a statement 
containing the names and addresses of the parties appearing in 
person, and of the solicitors of the parties not appearing in 
person and in case of default no costs of drawing and copying 
the bill, nor of attending the taxation, shall be allowed to the 
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Orver LXV.—Rule 19p. 


6. On the copy of the order being left with the taxing officer, he 
shall forthwith send by post to the parties appearing in person, and 
to the solicitors of the parties not appeariog in person, a notice 
fixing a date before which the bills, the taxation whereof is 
directed by the order, shall (with all necessary papers and vouchers) 
be left for taxation, and a subsequent date on which the taxation 
shall be proceeded with. 


Orver LXV.—Rule 27. Regulation 27a. 


7. So much of Regulation 27 of Rule 27 as follows the word 
“unnecessary,” is hereby annulled. 


Orver LXV.—Rule 27. Regulation 38a. 


8. If in any case in which a taxation is directed with a view to 
the payment of the costs out of a fund or estate (real or ——> 
or out of the assets of a Company in liquidation, the costs shall 
have been increased by unnecessary delay, or by improper, 
vexatious, or unnecessary proceedings, or by other misconduct or 
negligence, or if from any other cause the amount of the costs shall 
be excessive having regard to the value of the fund, estate, or 
assets to which they relate, or other circumstances, the taxing 
officer shall allow only such an amount of costs as would have been 
incurred if the litigation had been properly conducted, and shall 
assess the same at a gross sum, and shall (if necessary) apportion 
the amount among the parties. The provisions as to the review of 
taxations shall apply to allowances and certificates under this 
Rule. 

Orver LXV.—Rule 27. Regulation 38s. 


9. If on the taxation of a bill of costs payable out of a fund or 
| estate (real or personal), or cut of the assets of a Company in 
| liquidation, the amount of the professional charges contained in the 
| bill is reduced by a sixth part, no costs shall be allowed to the 
solicitor leaving the bill for taxation for drawing and copying it, 
nor for attending the taxation. 

10. The Rules mentioned in the Schedule hereto are hereby 
annulled. 

11. These Rules may be cited as the Rules of the Supreme 
Court, June 1889, ond each Rule may be cited by the heading 
thereof with reference to the Rules of the Supreme Court, 1883. 

June 24, 1889. 





ScHEDULE. 
Rules annulled. 


Orprr LV.—Rules 13a and 15a, being Rules 11 and 12 of the 
R.8.C., December 1888. 
Orver LX V.—Rules 198, 19c, 19p, 19F, being Rules 44, 45, 
46, and 48 of the R.S.C., December 1885. 
The Rules of the Supreme Court, May 1889. 
(Signed) Hatspury, C. 
Coreriper, C.J. 
Esner, M.R. 
Natu. Liyprey, LJ. 
Epw. Fry, LJ. 
C. E. Portock, B. 
H. Manisty, J. 








In the House of Commons on the 20th inst. Mr. Cozens-Hardy asked 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, under section 18 of the Customs 
and Inland Revenue Act, 1889, the ad valorem duty of 103. per cent. must 
be paid on every contract for the sale of copyholds, although only a duty 
of 6d. must be paid on a similar contract for the sale of freeholds ; 
whether this would render it necessary to put every contract for the sale 
of copyholds on the abstract of titlc, and thus greatly increase the expense 
and difficulty of dealing with copyholds; and whether the Government 
were prepared to introduce a Bill in the present session for the purpose of 
putting copyholds on the same footing as freeholds with respect to stamp 
duty, and for otherwise amending rection 18. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer said:—There is some point in the question of the hon. and 
learned member, though I am not prepared to admit all that is implied in 
it. It was certainly not the intention of the Government to increase the 
expense or difficulty of dealing with copyholds, and the effect of the 
section referred to is not to put any additional burden upon such transac- 
tions, but to alter the stage at which stamp duty became a duty with a 
view to avoiding risk of loss to the revenue. My attention has, however, 
been drawn to the inconveniences which may possibly arise in connection 
with the ab.tract of title, and I am at present engaged in consultation 





solicitor so failing. 


with my legal advisers for the purpore of obviating any such inconveni- 
ences by an amendment of the section. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK.®* 


Court of Appeal, 
GOSLINGS & SHARPE v. BLAKE—No. 1, 25th June. 


Income Tax—Suort Loan—Depvction or Income Tax rrom InTEREST— 
16 & 17 Vict. c. 34, s. 40. 

This was an appeal from the decision of a divisional court (Lord Cole- 
ridge, O.J., and Manisty, J.) reported 22 Q. B. D. 153. The plaintiffs 
were bankers, and appealed to the Special Commissioners of Income Tax 
against the assessment made upon them for the year ending April 5, 
1887, under Schedule D of the Income Tax Acts. From the profit and 
loss account of the firm for the three years 1883, 1884, 1885, it appeared 
that their profits were derived from ‘‘ taxed’ and ‘‘ untaxed ’’ sources. The 
firm had regularly made a return for assessment in respect of the un- 
taxed profits. Since January 1, 1885, they had ceased to regard the 
interest received by them on ‘‘ short loans ’’ to customers (that is, on loans 
for periods of less than one year) as forming part of the untaxed profits, 
and had, consequently, excluded it from their returns. They had 
arranged with their customers that from that date they would allow 
income tax to be deducted by the borrower from any interest paid to the 
firm on loans which were contracted for periods of less than a year. The 
Special Commissioners stated a case for the opinion of the Queen’s Bench 
Division, and the court held that they were bound by the decision in 
Bebb v. Bunny (1 K. & J. 216) to say that the interest on these short loans 
was within the words ‘‘ any yearly interest of money ”’ in section 40 of 16 
& 17 Vict. c. 34, and, therefore, that income tax could be deducted from it 
by the borrower. The surveyor of taxes appealed, and 

Tue Court (Lord Esuer, M R., and Linpiey and Bowen, L.JJ.) allowed 
the appeal. Lord Esuer, M.R., said that the only question was as to the 
interest on short loans, which, by the contract, must be repaid in less 
than a year. The case of Bebb v. Bunny did not, therefore, apply, as 
there this was not necessarily so. Could it be said that within the 
meaning of section 40 of 16 & 17 Vict. c. 34 interest on such short Joans 
was yearly interest. It had nothing to do with yearly interest. It was 
true that it might be calculated by a certain rate per cent. per annum, 
but that did not make it yearly interest in any sense of the word. It was 
only from yearly interest that the section allowed the borrower to deduct 
income tax, and therefore it could not be deducted from the interest on 
these short loans. The court entirely agreed with the view of the section 
taken by Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Manisty, J., and they ouly differed 
from them in thinking that Bel) v. Bunny was not applicable. Linpiey 
and Bowen, L.JJ., concurred.—Covunser, Sir Edward Clarke, SG., and 
A. V. Dicey ; Finlay, Q.C., and Pollard. Soxtctrors, Solicitor of Inland 
Revenue ; Woodrooffe § Burgess. 


HAGGIN v. THE COMPTOIR D'ESCOMPTE de PARIS; MASON & BARRY 
(LIM.) v. THE COMPTOIR D’ESCOMPTE de PARIS—No. 2, 25th June. 


Practice—Service or Writ—Corroration AGGREGATE—ForEIGN Cor- 
POBATION HAVING Brancu Orrick 1n Encranp—R. S. C., 1883, IX. 8. 


The question in both these cases was, whether the writ in the action had 
been validly served upon the defendants, who were a French corporation, 
incorporated by statutes according to the French law, and carrying on 
business in France, but having also a branch office in London, the 
manager of which held a power of attorney from the corporation, which 
authorized him to manage and direct the operations of the agency in 
London, to discount and — drafts upon Europe and other specified 
places, and to transact other business connected with banking and dis- 
count operations ; to effect the recovery of the sums due or of the securities 
indorsed to the agency; to direct all legal proceedings; to fulfil all 
formalities ; to appoint all solicitors or other legal officials in conformity 
with the English laws; to exercise in the name of the agency, both as 

laintiffs and as defendants, all urgent judicial actions. The actions were 
brought on guarantees given by the defendant corporation in France, and 
in each action the writ was served upon the manager of the London 
office. The defendants took out a summons in each case to set aside 
the service as irregular, and in each case the judge at chambers, and a 
Divisional Court (Field and Cave, JJ.) held that the service was regular 
and refused to cet it aside. Rule 8 of order 9 provides that ‘‘in the 
absence of any statutory provision regulating service of process, every 
writ of summons issued against a corporation aggregate may be served on 
the mayor or other head officer, or on the town clerk, clerk, treasurer, or 
secretary of such corporation.’’ On behalf of the defendants it was 
argued that a foreign corporation could not be sued at all in the English 
courts, but that, if they could be sued, the writ could not, under rule 8 
of order 9, be served on them in England. If service could in any case be 
effected there, the defendants had not any domicil in England, the 
London manager being appointed only for certain specified purposes, 

Tue Oovrtr (Corron, Fry, and Lopgs, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision. 
Corton, L.J., eaid that the expression ‘‘ corporation aggregate” in rule 8 
was a term of English law, but still it was properly used to describe a 
foreign corporation such as the defendants. It was well settled that a 
foreign corporation could have a domicil in England as well as in its own 
country. In Newby v. Van Oppen (L. R. 7 Q. B. 293) it was held that, 
when a foreign corporation had a branch office in England, service of a 
writ on the manager of that office would be good service on the corpora- 
tion, In that case the decision turned on section 16 of the Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1852, but the words of that section were identical with 
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those of rule 8 of order 9, and that decision had been followed and had 
never been dissented from during the seventeen years which had elapsed 
since it was given. In his lordship’s opinion it must now be treated as a 
binding authority, and it governed the present case. Nutter v. Messageries 
Maritimes (54 L J. Q. B. 527) was an entirely different case. Fry and 
Lorrs, L.JJ., concurred.—Covnse., Bigham, Q.0., and H. Tindal Atkin- 
son; Cohen, Q.C., and Joseph Walton; Finlay, Q.C., and F. W. Hollams. 
Soricrtors, Lyne § Holman; Roweliffes, Rawle, § Co.; Hollams, Sons, 
Coward, § Hawksley. 


HABRIS AND ANOTHER v. SMART—No. 1, 22nd June. 


Coryricht—Book—ReaistraTtion—** Tirte ’”?—ILtustrRatgep CATALOGUE— 
Coryricut Act, 1842 (5 & 6 Vict. c. 45), ss. 13, 24. 


Appealfrom the judgment of the Divisional Court. The action wasbrought 
in the Birmingham County Court for alleged infringement of copyright 
in abook. The defence was that the ‘‘title’’ of the book had not been 
registered in accordance with the requirements of sections 13 and 24 of 
the Copyright Act, 1842, and that, therefore, the action was not main- 
tainable. The book alleged to be pirated was an illustrated catalogue of 
shop fittings sold by the plaintiffs. The plaintiffs registered the title 
of this book as ‘‘Illustrated Book of Shop Fittings.’’ These words no- 
where appeared in the catalogue, the outside page consisting of the name 
of the plaintiffs’ firm and a description of the contents of the catalogue, 
and at the bottom of the first inside page were the words ‘‘ Illustrated 
Catalogue and Price List.” It appeared that in the plaintiffs’ catalogue 
of 1885 the same words (Illustrated Catalogue and Price List) occurred 
in the same place on the first inside page and also on the outside page, 
and were registered as the title ; and in the catalogue of 1883 the words 
‘¢ Tilustrated Price List ’’ occurred in the same place as the words in the 
catalogue in question, and were registered as the title. The county 
court judge held that ‘‘ Illustrated Book of Shop Fittiugs’’ was a mere 
description and not the ‘“‘title,’’ and that as the title had not been 
registered the registration was defective and the defendant was entitled 
to judgment. The Divisional Court (Mathew and Grantham, JJ.) re- 
versed this judgment. The defendant by leave appealed. 

Tue Cover (Lord Coreripce, C.J., Linptzy and Lorgs, L.JJ.) 
allowed the appeal. Lord Coxerivcr, O.J., said that the question 
before them was whether the ‘‘title’’ of the book was registered. 
A question might arise some day whether, if the book had no title, regis- 
tration could take place. The present inclination of his mind, though 
the point had not been argued, was that a statement that the book had 
no title, coupled with a description of the book, would be sufficient 
registration. That question, however, did not arise now, as this catalogue 
had a title, ‘‘ Illustrated Catalogue and Price List.’”’ Whether this was 
the title was a question of fact, and the plaintiffs’ previous conduct 
shewed that they themselves treated the same or similar words occurring 
in similar places in two earlier catalogues as the title by registering those 
words. According to all reason the words, ‘‘ Illustrated Catalogue and 
Price List,’’ as interpreted by the action of the plaintiffs, constituted the 
title, and as those words were not registered the defendant was entitled 
to judgment. Liypey, L.J., concurred. Ifa book had no title different 
considerations might arise, az to which he desired to express no opinion. 
But when once it was seen that the book had a title, the case was easy of 
determination. This seemed to him to bea question of fact. The pre- 
vious conduct of the plaintiffs amounted to an admission of fact that the 
book had a title. The plaintiffs themselves had picked out the words 
‘* Tllustrated Catalogue and Price List’’ as the title. The entries in the 
register must be accurate, and if the book had a title that title must be 
registered. Lorzs, L.J., concurred. The Copyright Act only made 
registration necessary before bringing an action for infringement. The 
plaintiffs, to succeed, must prove the registration of (inéer alia) the ‘‘ title” 
of the book. One of the main objects was that the court should have 
before it a record of the book alleged to be infringed. He wished to ex- 
press no opinion where the book had no title. But if the book had a 
title, that title must be registered. The title of this catalogue was 
‘‘Tilustrated Catalogue and Price List,” and he was confirmed in this by 
the conduct of the plaintiffs on two previous occasions in having regis- 
tered the same or similar words as the title—Oounset, W. Wills ; 
Cababé. Soxtcrtors, Burton, Yeates, Hart, § Burton, for Johnson, Barclay, 
Johnson, § Rogers, Birmingham ; J. Westeott. 


KING v. LONDON IMPROVED CAB CO, (LIM.)—No. 1, 20th June. 


Hackney Can—Lianruty or Proprigtor ror NEGLicENcE or CABDRIVER— 
Hackney Oarriaces Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 86). 


This was an appeal by leave from the decision of a divisional court 
(Lord Coleridge, 0.J., and Manisty, J.) refusing to set aside a judgment 
of the Shoreditch County Court. The action was brought for personal 
injuries sustained by the plaintiff from the negligence of a man named 
Moore who was driving one of the defendants’ cabs. It appeared that 
Moore hired the cab and horse daily from the defendants and paid them 
sixteen shillings per diem for its use entirely irrespective of the amount 
earned by him in fares. The defendants contended that the relationship 
that existed between them and Moore was the relationship of bailor and 
bailee and not of master and servant, and therefore that they were not 
liable for his acts. The county court judge held that according to the 
construction of the Hackney Carriages Act, 1843, and the cases of Powles 
v. Hider (6 E. & B. 207) and Venables v. Smith (2 Q. B. D. 279) the relation- 
ship of master and servant existed between the defendants and Moore, 
and he directed the jury accordingly. The jury found that the accident 
was caused by the negligence of Moore, and judgment was entered for the 
plaintiff. The Divisional Court declined to set this aside, but gave leave 
to the defendants to appeal. 
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Tue Court (Lord Esuer, M.R., and Linpiey and Lorgs, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. Lord Esuer, M.R., said that he had come to the conclusion 
that the cab proprietor was liable for the negligence of the driver. No 
doubt the agreement which existed between the defendants and Moore 
did not constitute the relationship of master and servant. The proprietors 
did not retain sucha control over the driver as to make him their servant. 
The proprietors could not direct the driver to drive in any particular way 
or to any particular place. They had not the control over Moore which a 
master would have over his servant. The cases which turned on the re- 
lationship existing between persons hiring the cab and the proprietors did 
not include this case. This was a case of the liability of the proprietors 
toastranger. The case turned on the proper construction of the Hackney 
Carriages Act, 1843. It was a necessary implication from that Act that it 
was passed in the interest of the public so as to guard them irrespective of 
the relations existing between cab proprietors and cabdrivers. Taking the 
whole of that statute, the proper construction of it was that the cabdriver, 
although he was not actually the servant of the cab proprietor, was to be 
deemed to be in his service, and the public were to be entitled to consider 
them in the position of master end servant and not of bailor and bailee. 
That view had been clearly expressed in Venables v. Smith, and the court 
agreed with and followed that decision. Linp.iey, L.J., concurred, ob- 
serving that there was a long series of decisions to this effect. The only 
exception was Kirg v. Spurr (8 Q. B. D. 104) which could, however, be 
distinguished. Lorzs, L.J., concurred.—Counset, Murphy, Q.C., Gore 
Browne and English Harrison ; C. W. Mathews, Sortcrtors, Tyndall Moore ; 
Hugh Gedfray. 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re DE ROSAZ, RYMER v. DE ROSAZ—North, J., 25th June. 
CHARITABLE Bequest—Vatiniry—Mortmain—9 Gero. 2, c 36, 


The question in this case was as to the validity of some charitable 
bequests made by the will of a testator, who was a Frenchman by birth, 
but who had lived for many years and was domiciled in England, where 
he died in September, 1876. The plaintiffs were the trustees and executors 
of the will. The action was brought for the administration of the tes- 
tator’s estate, and it now came on for further consideration. The testator 
had a house in London, and another house in Arundel-terrace, Brighton. 
He was a Roman Catholic. By his will he made various bequests to his 
wife, and he gave her a life interest in all his other property. She had 
died since the testator. After the death of his wife the testator made 
provision out of the residue of his estate for various charitable objects. He 
stated that he had ‘‘created and endowed at Montmélian, in France, seven 
different establishments, the first of them being an orphan asylum for 
thirty girls,’’ and he made further provision for it and the other six estab- 
lishments. He bequeathed 6,000f. of annual and perpetual French Rentes 
Five per Cent. to the ‘‘ Catholic Orphans’ Asylum of Thirty Girls of St. 
Joseph in Brighton, now standing in Upper St. James’s-street.’’ ‘‘No 
capital of this said rentes of 6,000f. shall be given to the said orphans of 
those thirty girls of St. Joseph; but such 6,000f. of my French Rentes 
Five per Cent. remaining to be distributed shall be converted in nominal 
and perpetual rente, as directed, for the Orphans’ Asylum of Montmélian.”’ 
The testator gave and bequeathed to his executors and trustees absolutely 
the leasehold of his house in Arundel-terrace, and all his real estate, and 
he expressed a wish that the Catholic Orphans’ Asylum of Thirty Girls of 
St. Joseph ‘‘ above created’’ should be transferred to his residence in 
Arundel-terrace. The testator appointed as his general executors and 
trustees (appointing other trustees for the purpose of his bequests to the 
institutions in France), among others, the Mayor for the time being of 
Brighton and the rector for the time being of St. Nicholas’ Church, 
Brighton. The will contained the following :—‘‘ Regulations concerning 
Brighton Trust.—After the death of my wife, in the event of her surviving 
me, or after my death, in the event of my surviving her, my trustees shall 
be remaining and possessed of all my personal estate and personal 
property in trust to use, employ, devote, and distribute all the said 
dividends, interest, and income for the creation and maintenance, in the 
first instance, of the Catholic Orphans’ Asylum of Thirty Girls of St. 
Joseph, as aforesaid stated. After the creation of this Catholic asylum, to 
create another orphans’ asylum for thirty Protestant girls. After the 
creation of these two orphans’ asylums, Catholic and Protestant, of thirty 
girls each, to create, if possible, an institution of relief and assistance for 
the infirm, to be named ‘ Rosaz Relief-house for the Infirm,” and, after 
the creation of those three institutions, to create, if possible, an institution 
or relief-house for the distressed persons, to be named ‘ Rosaz Relief- 
house for Distressed.’ The first orphans’ asylum must be created 
and completed before the creation of the second; the second must 
be completed before the third; and the third before the fourth.’ 
The will contained the following ‘‘ additional instructions ’’ :—‘‘ Con- 
cerning the Catholic Orphans’ Asylum of thirty girls in Brighton, and the 
Protestant Orphans’ Asylum of thirty girls also, and the two establish- 
ments for infirm and distressed persons. This Catholic Orphans’ Asylum 
of St, Joseph is now in Upper St. James’s-street. No endowment has 
been made yet, only my wife is now maintaining four orphans in this 
establishment, under the direction of the Very Rev. Canon Rymer, at the 
rate of £13 yearly for each of the four, as above stated. I have at heart 
to have thirty Catholic girls in the said establishment, and for such pur- 
pose as above stated I gave, and I give and bequeath, to the said asylum 
a fresh rente annual and perpetual of 6,000f. yearly, to be converted in the 
form and manner as above prescribed ; but this rente of 6,000f. yearly 
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additional sum to have complete always the number of thirty girls, 
orphans, admitted. Again I express my great desire that the Orphans’ 
Asylum of Thirty Catholic Girls, Orphans of St. Joseph, shall be estab- 
lished in the house where we are now living, No. 1, Arundel-terrace.’’ 
In the conrse of the administration of the estate au order had baen made 
for the sale of the testator’s house in Arundel-terraco (which had been 
sold accordingly), and for the payment of the income of certain funds 
(but not of capital) to the Catholic orphanage of St. Joseph, mentioned 
in the will. This order appeared to have been mado without any serious 
contest. The question now arose, whether the gifts for the creation of a 
Protestant orphan asylum, and of two relief houses, were or were not 
invalid under the Mortmain Act. On behalf of the testator’s next-of-kin 
it was argued that the due execution of the trust relating to the 
Protestant orphanage would require the acquisition of land by the 
trustees, and that, consequently, the gift was invalid. Even if the trust 
could be carried out by hiring a house on a short tenancy, that would be 
contrary to the intention of the Act. It did not signify that the interest 
in Jand was small; however small it was, it was still a violation of the Act 
to give it by will to a charity. In some cases, no doubt, a distinction 
had been taken between the acquisition of land by purchase and the 
hiring of a house, but those decisions were founded on a misconception of 
the Act. A gift to a charity of an interest in land to last for only a week 
would be void, and a gift of money which must be employed in acquiring 
such an interest must be equally void. The order already made as to the 
St. Joseph’s Orphanage did not govern the Protestant orphanage, 
because in the former case the institution was in existence before the 
will, and it would not be necessary to bring fresh land into mortmain. 
On behalf of the Attorney-General it was contended that the gifts for 
the Protestant orphanage and the houses for relief stood on the same 
footing as the gift to the St. Joseph’s Orphanage, and were in principle 
governed by the order already made as to that. Reliance was p on 
cases which had established the distinction between the purchase and the 
hiring of land, and it was contended that a gift merely of income, such 
as that in the present case, had never been held invalid. 


Nonrn, J., held that the gifts in question were valld. Some little diffi- 
culty might have arisen, but it had been removed by the order alroady 
made in the action with regard to the gift to the St. Joseph’s Orphanage. 
He referred to that gift only for the purpose of seeing what light it 
threw upon the other gifts. It had been found by the chief clerk’s certifi- 
cate that the St. Joseph’s Orphanage was kept open during the testator's 
lifetime, a certain number of girls being maintained at a house in St. 
James’s-strect, which was hired for the purpose, though not by the 
testator. That was a charitable institution of a somewhat precarious 
nature, which the testator desired to strengthen. The chief clerk had also 
found that the freehold of the house had since the testator’s death been 
acquired for that institution by someone. The testator wished the insti- 
tution to be transferred to his own leasehold house. That amounted to an 
express direction for the employment of impure personalty in a mode con- 
trary to the Mortmsin Act, and the court had directed the house to be 
sold. But that direction did not affect the validity of the rest of the gift. 
The gift was a good charitable gift, and the court had so dealt with it. 
It was contended that the gift to the Protestant orphanage was addressed 
to the bringing of Jand into mortmain—that the orphanage could not be 
established without the acquisition of land. The words of the two gifts 
were, however, in substance identical. The only difference was that the 
one institution was already existing, and the other was not. But the St. 
Joseph's Asylum existed in only a precarious state, and more revained to 
be done for its establishment, and that which had to be done had been 
ascertained by the direction of the court. That which had to b3 done for 
the establishment of the Protestant orphanage was of the same kind, aud 
what the court had directed to be done in the one case must be legal in the 
other, and similar directions must be given for carrying out the trust. In 
the cases which had been referred to a clear distinction had been drawn 
between the acquisition of land by purchase by an outlay of capital and 
the use of land for a temporary purpose by hiring it. The distinction had 
been established for many years, and he must follow those cases, whatever 
he might have thought if he had had to consider the point for the first 
time. He did not see that in the present case it would be necessary to 
apply eny part of the income in the acquisition of land, but, if it would, 
that application would have to be made only to such an extent as the 
cases shewed to be legal.—Counsri, Cozens- Hardy, Q.C., and Jason Smith ; 
Napier Higgins, Q.0., and H. Greenwcod; Montague Crackanthorpe, Q.O., 
and Brabint; Ingle Joyce. Souicrrons, R. S. Taylor, Son, § Humbert ; 
E. &. Carr; F. A. Brabant ; Hare § Co. 


PHILLIPS v. CAYLEY—Kekewich, J., 21st June. 


GeNeRAL Power or Appointment BY WiLL—Exercise—Contrary INTEN- 
tTIon— Wis Act (1 Vict, c. 26) ss. 10, 27. 


By a settlement made in 1884 trusts of a sum of stock were declared 
‘*for such person or persons and for such purposes as the said H. R. 
Phillips skall at any time or times or from time to time by writing under 
his hand (not being a will or codicil) or by a will or codicil expressly re- 
ferring to this power, appoint.” H. R. Phillips made a will and codicils 
in which no exprees reference was made to the power of appointment or 
to the settled property ; he however bequeathed all his — property 
to trustees upon certain trusts. He died in 1886. he question now 
raised was whether the will and codicils operated as a valid exercise of 
the power. Section 27 of the Wills Act provides that ‘'a bequest 
of the personal estate of the testator or any bequest of personal pro- 
perty described in a general manner shall be construed to include 

personal estate or any personal estate to which such description 
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any manner he may think proper, and shall operate as an execution of 
such power unless a contrary intention shal! appear by the will.’’ The 

laintiff contended that’ there was no valid exercise of the power, and re- 
fied on the decisions of Kay, J., and Chitty, J., which are referred to in 
the judgment. The defendants, the trustees of H. R. Phillips’s will, 
argued that by virtue of sections 10 and 27 of the Wills Act the will and 
codicils were a good exercise of the power, and they cited Re Marsh, Mason 
v. Thorne (37 W. R. 10, 38 Ch. D. 630). 

Kexewicu, J., said it was unnecessary to consider the question of 
whether a contrary intention appeared by the will. The effect of sections 
27 and 10 of the Wills Act was, that where a testator having power to ap 
point in any manner made a general bequest, the latter operated in execu- 
tion of the power and no further formalities were required for its proper 
exercise. The scttlor in the present case had divided writings into three 
classes—(1) Those which were not testamentary; (2) Those which were 
testamentary but contained a reference to the power; (3) Those which 
were testamentary but contained no reference to the power. Now the 
settlement provided that the power might be exercised by a writing 
in class (1) or class (2), but not by a writing in class (3). Was 
there anything contrary to the Wills Act in such a_ provision 
As a matter of language, the power given to the _ testator 
clearly was not to be exercised ‘‘in any manner he may think 
proper’’; one class of writings was excluded in clear terms. The 
generality referred to in the statute did not exist in this case. It had 
been contended that the words ‘‘in any manner” had reference to the 
objects to be benefited, and not to the mode of execution, but his lord- 
ship, being of opinion that those words obliged the court to have regard to 
the different modes pointed out, held that the testator had not power to 
appoint in any manner he thought proper, because a particular class of 
writings—class (3)—was expressly excluded. Section 27 did not refer to 
formalities of testamentary execution, but to something of substance 
which had to be inserted in the body of the will. That was his lordehip’s 
opinion, but there were some authorities to be considered. There was a 
case in which North, J., had held the contrary, the case of Re Marsh, 
Mason v. Thorne. Under ordiuary circumstances he would have followed 
this decision, but the very same question had come before two other judges 
of the Chancery Division. In Charles v. Burke (60 L. T. N.S. 380, W. N., 
1888, p. 244) Kay, J., had held that the wills and codicils of Mr. Phillips 
did not operate as an exercise of a power of revocation, together with a 
similar power of appointment under another settlement. That decision 
was based on another ground, but from the shorthand note of the argu- 
ment it was clear that Kay, J., doubted the correctness of the decision in 
Re Marsh. The same question as that in the present case came before 
Chitty, J., in Re Phillips, Robinson v. Burke (ante, p. 415), and he distin- 
guished the case from Re Marsh, but there was not a doubt but that his 
Opinion was directly contrary to the opinion of North, J. In the present 
case, ther fore, his lordship was not only at liberty, but bound to express 
his own opinion, which differed from that of North, J., in Re Marsh, and 
was that the will and codicils did not operate as an execution of the power, 
and therefore the plaintiff's contention succeeded.—CounseL, Warmington, 
Q.C., and Warrington; Barber, QC, and Archibald Allen ; Bramwell Davis, 
and Brisfowe. Sortcrrons, Sandford, Potter, § Kilvington; Alien § Co. 


Iligh Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
FLEMING v. DOLLAR—20th June. 


PracticE—PLEADING—LinkL—JustiIrIcATION AS TO Pant, AND 
into Covrt—R. 8. C., XXIL, 1. 


This was an appeal from an order of Pollock, B., directing that the 
defence in the action should be struck out. The action was for libel. 
The plaintiff was a veterinary surgeon, and complained of the publication 
of a letter in a uewspaper imputing to him cruelty in performing opera- 
tions on horses for the vice of roaring. The defendant, in his defence, 
pleaded that, except as thereinafter admitted, the letter complained of 
was fair comment on a matter of public interest, and that, to the extent 
of facts thereinafter stated, it was true in substance and in fact. He 
then set forth certain facts, but admitted that part of the letter was not 
justified by those facts, and could not be considered in every respect fair 
comment, and he brought into court forty shillings as sufficient to satisfy 
the plaintiff's claim. Pollock, B., having ordered that the defence 
should be struck out, on the ground that, by ord. 22, r. 1, it is not open 
to a defendant in an action of libel to deny liability and at the same 
time to fay money into court, and also on the ground that it was em- 
barrasting, the defendant appealed. It was argued on his behalf that a 
defendant in an action of libel may sever his defence—that is, justify as 
to part of the libe], and pay money into court as to the other part. This 
foliowed from the case of Mouniney v. Wation (2 B. & Ad. 673), and in 
Bdwardsv. Bell (1 Bing. 403) it was said that it was sufficient if the sub- 
stance of the libellous statement be justified; see also Weaver v. Lloyd 
(2 B. & C. 678). The difficulty was, in each particular case, to separate 
what was justified from what was not justified. Here the facts relied on 
for justification were clearly set out. And it was impossible to go 
further, and pick out particular expressions, and say they were true, 
though others were not true. The defendant was entitled to say that if 
there was anything in the libel which was not justified by the facts so set 
out, he paid money ixto court in respect thereof. ‘Lhis right wasnot intended 
to be altered by ord. 22, r. 1. Neither was the pleading embarrassing, 
as it was clear to the plaintiff what the defendant charged against 


PAYMENT 


Tur Covrr (Lord Coreriner, C.J., and Hawxrys, J.) dismissed the 
appeal. The defendant admitted that the publication complained of was 








libellous, and his defence shortly was this—he set out certain facts which 
he said justified, at any rate, part of the libel, and if there was anything 
more in the libel over and above what he so justified he paid forty shillings 
into courtin respect of such part. This was the very sort of defence 
which the alteration in the rule (ord. 22, r. 1) made after the decision in 
Hawksley v. Bradshaw (28 W. R. 55) was intended to prevent. Where a 
libel could be split up into distinct parts, the cases cited shewed that the 
defendant might justify as to part only. But, on the other hand, there 
was the dictum of Lord Campbell in Reg. v. Newman (2 E. & B., at p. 577), 
that a plea of justification is one and entire. Here, without separating 
the part of the libel which was justified from that which was not, the 
defendant attempted to evade the rule by denying liability and at the 
same time paying money into court. And, further, the pleading, if 
allowed to stand, would be embarrassing to the plaintiff. Therefore it 
was rightly ordered to be struck out.—Oounsert, C. W. Mathews; Finlay, 
Q.C., and R. Bray. Soricrrors, Sykes; HW. C. Godfray. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

Notices of motions at the Annual General Meeting to be held on the 12th 
of July, 1889. 

Mr. A. H. Hastie will move :— 

‘‘1. That in the opinion of this meeting the president of the society 
committed an error of judgment when he stated, in regard to the resolu- 
tion for abolishing the solicitors duty, that he would do nothing to facili- 
tate what ke believed to be the most pernicious motion which had been 
carried in that hall for some time.” 

This motion will be taken imm-diately after the discussion on the 
society’s accounts, and before that on the annual report. 

‘2. The president, on behalf of the council, will move the adoption as 
new and additional bye-laws of the rules of debate prepared by the com- 
mittee appointed at the Special General Meeting of the society held on the 
12th of April, 1889.” - 

‘*3. The president will ask for the decision of the meeting on a petition 
presented to the council, asking that the hall should be closed at the same 
time and on the same occasions as the library, except that the hall should 
remain open till 6 p.m. on Saturdays, and will, in order to raise discus- 
sion, move that the prayer of the petition be complied with, and that the 
council be authorized to take the necessary steps for that purpose.”’ 

Mr. Cuanves Forp will move :— 

‘‘4 That the official report of the general meeting held on the 12th of 
April last, does not convey a sufficiently accurate statement of what 
passed as regards Mr. H. M. Low’s motion on the subject of the certifi- 
cate duty.’’ 

Mr. Eomunp Kimner will ask :— 

‘¢5, What steps the council has taken, if any, in conjunction with the 
Bar Committee and the Lord Chancellor and other authorities, or other- 
wise, to promote the carrying out of the recommendations of Lord Esher’s 
committee by rules of court or Act of Parliament? ” 

‘*6. What steps have been taken in furtherance of the establishment of 
a court of appeal in criminal cases, and enabling all accused persons to 
give evidence, both of which projects have from time to time been 
approved of by the society ? ’’ 

Mr. Kimpgr will move :— 

“*7, That the administration of justice in consular courts is defective, 
and that proper provision ought to be made for insuring the due discharge 
of judicial functions in those courts.’’ 

**8. That the council invite the members of the society to form a 
defence committee and a special defence fund for the purpose of aiding 
solicitors who are members of the society to defend themselves from the 
unjust and unwarrantable attacks which are now so frequently made upon 
them.’’ 

Mr. Cxuaruzs Forp will move :— 

‘*9. That in the opinion of this meeting the interests of the society 
require that the club should give up to the society possession of the club 
premises, and the council are hereby authorized and directed to give the 
necessary notice to quit provided by the resolution of the society passed 
on the 11th of July, 1884.” 

‘10. That owing to the proceedings of the eociety in the two cases of 
Mr. G. Mayor Cooke, in the Court of Appeal, and also that of a solicitor 
before the Court of Appeal on the 20th of May, both proving abortive, it 
is only just that the payments out of pocket of each of the two solicitors 
in question should be borne by this society.” 

‘11, That in view of the course taken by the president upon Mr. H. M. 
Low’s motion re annual certificate duty, at the last general meeting, 
where at a general meeting of the society a resolution is adopted which in 
the opinion of the council does not reflect the views of a majority of the 
members of the society, it shall be the duty of the council to take a poll 
of the members as follows: The secretary shall, not later than ten days 
after the day when such a general meeting took place, forward a voting 
paper to every member of the society, whereby each member can vote for 
or against such resolution. ‘The voting paper shall set out the resolution, 
and the provisions of bye-law 18 shall, mutatis mutandis, regulate the pro- 
ceedings in connection with taking such poll.” 

‘*12. All resolutions of the society shall be forthwith acted upon by the 
council, except that the council shall delay acting upon any resolution as 
to which voting papers are to be issued, until the decision arrived at by 
the agency of such voting papers is known, and the council shall then act 
accordivgly.”’ 
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**13. It shall not be competent for the chairman of any general meeting 
to discuss the subject matter of any notice of mction, either before the 
motion is made, or after the reply of the mover, or after it has been dis- 
posed of, nor shall such chairman otherwise attemy.t to sway the delibera- 
tion or the decision of those over whom he presides.”’ 

‘14 Tbat in bye-law 17a, the word ‘six’ shail be substituted for the 
word ‘twelve.’ ”’ 

Motions Nos, 11 to 14, inclusive, propore the repeal or alteration of 
existing bye-laws 15 (8) and 17a, and the enactment of new bye-laws; and 
will be governed by the provisions of bye-laws 19, 20, and 21. 

If the report of the committee on the Rules of Debate be not ready or 
be not discussed, motions Nos. 11 to 14 will stand over, as being more 
convenient to consider with that report. 

Mr. F. K. Munrton will ask: 

15. What steps have been taken under the resolution based upon his 
paper read in 1887 with reference to chancery sittings. 


Rvuxes or Denars. 


The following is the report of the committee on this subject appointed 
at the special general meeting held on the 12th of April, 1889. 

Your committee have held four meetings, and have carefully considered 
all suggestions made to them, including various suggestions submitted to 
thom Mr. Herbert M. Low. Your committee present, herewith, the 
draft rules which they have approved, and which they consider to be 
desirable and sufficient to satisfy the present requirements of the society. 
Your committee recommend that these 1ules be adopted as new and ad- 
ditional bye-laws. On behalf of the committee, 

19th June, 1889. Bens. G, Lake, Chairman. 


Motion 1.—The following bye-laws are hereby adopted, and shall be 
inserted immediately after bye-law 18. 

18a, The following rules of debate shall be observed at all annual and 
special general meetings: 

1. In care any debate shall arise upon any subject, no member shall be 
permitted to speak more than once upon the same question, except that 
the mover of any resolution shall be allowed to speak in reply, after 
which the debate shail be closed. 

2. The mover of an original motion shall not, against the evident sense 
of the meeting as expressed by the chairman, speak for more than 
fifteen minutes ; no other speaker shail, nor shall the mover in reply, as 
against such evident sense expressed as aforesaid, speak for more than 
ten minutes. 

3. Any member desiring to move the previous question, or that the 
question be not now put, shall do so by moving tbat the meeting do pro- 
ceed to the next business. 

4, The mover of a motion for the adjournment either of the meeting or 
of the debate, or that the question be now put, or that the mecting do 
proceed to the next busizess, may speak for not more than five minutes, 
and any such motion shall be seconded without a speech. One member 
(the mover of the motion or amendment under discussion to have the 
preference) may speak for five minutes in opposition to any such 
motion, which shall then be put by the chairman without debate. 

5. A member who has spoken may, by permission of the chairman, be 
again heard iv explanation; but he shall not introduce new matter, or in- 
terrupt a member who 1s speaking. 

6. Whenever an amendment upon an original motion has been moved 
and seconded, no second or subsequent amendment shall be moved until 
the first amendment shall have been disposed of. If an amendment be 
cirried, the motion as amended shall take the place of the original 
motion, and shall become the question upon which any furthcr amend- 
ment may be moved. 

7. No member shall move more than one amendment upon any 
m»tion. 

8. No resolution shall be binding on the society until it has been 
adopted by the council, or has been confirmed at a second general 
mreting. 

9. The chairman may call the attention of the meeting to continued 
irrelevance, tedious repetition, unbecoming language, or any breach of 
order on the part of a member, and may dircct such member to dis- 
continue his speech, 

18b.—At least fifteen days’ written notice shall be given to the secretary 
before the day for holding any annual or special general meeting of any 
motion to be moved, or proposition to be considered, at such meeting. 

Motion 2,—Sub- section 10 of Bye-law 15 is hereby repealed. 





UNITED LAW CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 
The fifty-seventh anniversary dinner of this society was held on Wed- 
nesday evening at the Freemasons’ Tavern, Lord Herschell in the chair, 


fession of the law should be bound together by some bond of unity, and 
what could more fitly bind them together than the gracious work of 
charity, iu which all branches could stand together cn a solid platform 
of good works. The good already done would be best appreciated if they 
could realiz2 how much suffering had been alleviated by the £17,000 
granted to members in sickness, and the £30,000 given on the occasions 
of death in their ranks, besides the amount granted out of the benevolent 
fund. It was a noble thing that when joined together they should not 
be content with helping themselves, but gave a kindly thouglit to those 
who had not joined them, The eociety was one that had great claims on 
everyone connected with the law, and he heartily wished it prosperity. 

In response to the appeal, subscriptions to the amount of £400 were 
announced, 





LAW ASSOCIATION, 


An extraordinary general court will be held at the hall of the Incor- 
porated Law Society on Thursday, the 11th of July next. To consider 
whether the life subscription should be reduced to ten guineas, and the 
annual subscription to one guinea, and, if so, to make such alterations in 
the rules as may be necessary. Mr. Clabon has given notice of his inten- 
tion to move :— That it is desirable that a chairman and vice-chairman 
of the board of directors be appointed, and that Sidney Smith, Esq., be 
appointed chairman, and Edwin Hedger, Esq., vice-chairman, for the 
eusuing year.’’ The chair to be taken at three o’clock precisely. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
THE INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION, 


It is rather surprising that in Head I. no question appears to have been 
asked on the chapter in the later editions of Stephen on the Conveyanc- 
ing and Settled Land Acts. In other respects the questions in this branch 
were pretty fairly distributed over volume 1, though we should not omit 
to mention that two questions are taken close together from the chapter 
on deeds. The practice of taking two questions together from the same 
chapter should be avoided, as it tends to leave somewhat too much to 
chance in the case of shaky candidates. Head II. was harder on the whole 
than Head I., and if possible it should be, as this branch is on practically 
half as much matter as the former; but care should be taken by 
examiners in rejecting a candidate under this head. We are always sorry 
to see a bulletin from the society that the candidate failed, ‘‘ more parti- 
cularly in Head II.,”’ as ‘‘ more particularly’? savours of common form, 
and for a candidate to fail in this head who has passed in the other two, 
which cover fur more reading, seems hard; we presume, however, that his 
failure must have heen pretty complete. We can quite understand a 
goodly number of failures in Head II. at the present examination, 
although none of the questions were particularly hard. An ordinary 
student might reasonably find fault with the number of practice questions 
at the end of Head ITI. 





THE FINAL EXAMINATION, 


We subjoin two specimen papers, with references to correct answers, 
The Common Law and Bankruptcy paper we consider well adapted to test 
a candidate all round, but the paper on Criminal Law and Practice is in 
some respects absurd. Such questions as ‘‘ D+fiue an agricultural gang,"’ 
end ‘‘Give number and chapter of the statute” (which, it should be 
observed, occurs twice), are questions of a kind which ought not to be 
allowed at these examinations. 


Common Law And Bankruptcy, 

1. What matters must be proved to the satisfaction of the court or a 
judge by an applicant for relief by way of interpleader? (ord. 57, r. 2). 

2. No demurrer being allowed under the present practice, what are the 
proceedings in lieu thereof ? (ord. 25, r. 2). 

3. In an action for libel the defendant has not, in his defence, asserted 
the truth of the statement complained of. Is he entitled on the trial, witha 
view to mitigation of damages, to give evidence in chicf as to the character 
of the plaintiff? (ord. 36, r. 37). 

4. Suppose that a person fraudulently obtains goods under circum- 
stances which would render him liable to be indicted, aud that he after- 
wards sells the goods and receives the proceeds of the eale, to what alter- 
native proceedings is he liable? (Chitty on Contracts, llth ed., pp. 383 
and 566). 

5. ** What is reasonable cause of suspicion to justify arrest is neither 
a question of law nor of fact.’? Explain this statement (Pollock on 
Torts, p. 192). 

6. State the doctrine of ‘‘'common employment ”’ as it stood before the 
‘* Employers’ Liability Act, 1880°’ (Pollock’s Law of Torts, pp. 85—89). 





About 250 gentlemen were present, including Mr. W. C. Gally, Q.C., 
M.P., Mr. F. O. Crump, Q.C., Mr. Phipson Beale, Q.C., &c. 

The society has distributed since its foundation £30,356 on death of 
members, and £17,331 to sick members, besides providing superannuation 
tothe amount of £1,382 last year, and making grants out of the benevo- 
lent fund to the amount of £504, and accumulating a reserve fund of 
£79,415 to meet future contingencies. During the last year 56 members 
have been admitted, but notwithstanding this increase of membership the 
committee, not satisfied with their past achievements in doing good to 
others, complain that the membership of 919 is much less than it ought 
to be. The usual loyal toasts having been duly honoured, 

The Cuatrman proposed the toast of the evening, ‘' Prosperity to the 


7. When is slander actionable? (Pollock’s Law of Torts, pp. 206, 207). 

8. What is the difference between a charter-party and a bill of lading? 
(Smith’s Mercantile Law, pp. 289 and 297). j 

9. H. beinga husband and W. a wife living with each other, how is the 
implied authority of W. to bind H. for necessaries liable to be rebutted ? 
(Chitty on Contracts, pp. 164, 165, &c.). 

10. What is meant by indorsing a bill sans recours ? (Byles on Bills, pp. 
45 and 176). 
11. How may “secondary evidence’ be given of the contents of docu- 
ments ? (Powell on Evidence, pp. 64 and 65). 
12. Describe the status of an undi-charged bankrupt (Broom'’s Common 





United Law Clerks’ Society.” He said it was well that the whole pro- 


Law, 7th ed., pp. 590, 591). 
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13. State some of the main points of difference between “ apparent 
poseession ”’ under ‘‘the Bills of Sale Act, 1878,’’ and “reputed owner- 
ship’? under ‘‘the Bankruptcy Act ’’ (Baldwin's Bankruptcy, p. 275). 

14. When a lease is disclaimed, what is the position of a surety for the | 
rent? (Baldwin’s Bankruptcy, p. 185, and sce also Re Cock, Er parve 
Shilson, 57 JI. Q B Dz. 169). 

15. Mention any exception to the rule that no man may prove in com- | 


petition with his own creditors (Baldwin, p. 345). | 


CrmiunaLt Law Anp PRACTICE. 


1. If a person be found playing or betting by way of wagering in any | 
street, road, highway, or other open public place, at or with any table or 
instrument of gaming at avy game or pretended game of chance, can | 
such person be proceeded against criminally and convicted, and, if so, as 
what, and by what tribunal, and how punished? (Harris’s Principles of 
Criminal Law, p. 143, and Largrish v. Archer, 31 W. R. 183). 

2. How does a person become an authorized pedlar, and how is such 
authority obtained ? Is a person acting as a pedlar without legal authority 
liable to punishment, and, if s0, what? (Stone’s Justices’ Manual, p. 563, | 
&c ). 

: Define an agricultural gang, and give number and chapter of Agri- 
cultural Gangs Act (Stone’s Justices’ Manual, p. 95). 

4, When a prisoner is indicted and will not plead to such indictment, 
has the court any, and, if so, what, power to enter a plea on behalf of such 
prisoner ? (Harris's Principles of Criminal Law, p. 397). 

5. How is sentence of death now carried out, and has any enactment of 
the present reign altered the law upon this subject ; if so, state the number 
and chapter of the statute ? (Harris’s Principles, p. 507, and 31 Vict. c. 24, 
8. 2). 

6. Define— 

1. Burglary at common law (Harris, p. 271). 
2. Affray (Harris, p 111). 
3. Sedition (Harris, p. 57). 





THE JUDGES AT THE MANSION HOUSE. 

On Wednesday evening a banquet was given at the Mansion House in 
honour of her Majesty’s judges. The Lord Mayor presided, and among 
the guests present were the Lord Chief Justice of England, Lords Fitz- 
gerald, Hobhouse, and Macnaghten, Lords Justices Lindley, Bowen, Fry, 
and Lopes, Justices Denman, Manisty, Mathew, Cave, Chitty, North, Day, 
A. L. Smith, Grantham, Stirling, Kekewich, and Charles, the Attorney- 
General, the Solicitor-General, County Court Judges Stonor, Bacon, and 
Powell, the Lord Advocate, the Solicitor-General for Ireland, the Solicitor- 
General for Scotland, Mr. B. G. Lake, President of the Incorporated Law 
Society, Sir Henry Parker, Sir Arnold White, Sir Augustus Stephenson, 
Sir Charles Russell, Q.C., M.P., Sir Horace Davey, Q.C., M.P., Sir 
William Hardman, &c 

The Lorp Mayor, in proposing the toast of ‘‘ Her Majesty’s Judges,” 
said they furnished the highest ideal of law and order combined with con- 
stitutional liberty, of a perfect and fearless impartiality, and of the greatest 
intellectual attainments. 

The Lorp Curer Justicr, in acknowledging the toast, said he was ad- 
dressing the assemblege nearly at the close of the judicial yeur, when 
their hopes had been a little frustrated and thcir prospects were somewhat 
dark. The Ohancery Division was always «qual to the cccasion, and was 
well abreast of its work. The Court of Appeal, though temporarily 
deprived of the services of one of the greatest lawyers of the country 
(Lord Justice Bowen), was almost abreast of its work too. But the 
Queen’s Bench Division was in a somewhat unenviable position. For 
nearly a twelvemonth the Queen's Bench had been deprived of the services 
of two of its ablest, strongest, and most energetic judges, not from any 
fault of the Division, but because the Government and the Parliament of 
this country had thought fit to occupy their energies in a most important 
political investigation. He made no complaint, but he trusted those 
things would be taken into account when the end of the year arrived. He 
had known the English judges as a body, man and boy, for something 
like fifty years ; and speaking of the judicial body as a whole, he could 
say sincerely, 1f with some partiality, that he did not believe in that time 
there had been any body of men more able, more learned, more upright, 
of more absolutely unbendivg independence, more devoted to their duty 
with a sole eye to the public service, than that body of which they were 
now the representatives. 

The Lorp Mayor next proposed ‘‘ The Legal Profession.” 

The Atrorney-GeENERAL, who was very cordially received, in acknow- 
ledging the toast, said that the Lord Mayor had altered the title of the 
toast for the first time in a way which would be acceptable to the whole of 
the legal profession. He pointed out that the hindrances to rapid despatch 
of business in the courts told more heavily against the junior branch of the 
profession than any other. Speaking in their interest, he hoped to sce | 
r00n a greater economy cf judges’ time, so that there should be no ground | 
fcr complaint as to the delay of public business. 

Mr. Laxe thanked the Lord Mayor for the courtesy which he had | 
extended to solicitors by recognizing them as part of the legal profession, | 
a recognition which they had well earned. He referred to observations by 
the Lcerd Mayor as to the character given to solicitors in certain of Charles 
Lever's novels and in dramatic plays of that date, and pointed out the 
great difference which ¢xistcd between solicitors of the present day and 
eclicitors of fifty or rixty years ago, and he pointed out that the improved 
education and training, the greater knowledge of law, and the higher 





social standing which solicitors had reached had been entirely owing to 
their own exertions ; that they had, on their own motion, established very 
searching examinations, a very strict code of discipline, and a high stan. 
dard of professional etiquette. He added that, though it was true that he 
could only refer to their lordships (the judges) with feelings of awe and 
reverence, and was forbidden to make their office an object of legitimate 
ambition, he could appeal to their lordships, as more able to appreciate than 


| any other body of men in the country, how much the conduct of litigation 


owed to the worthy performance, and how much was lost by the unworthy 
performance of the duties which devolved upon solicitors. He thanked 
the Attorney-General for the good fellowship with which he had wel- 
comed the alteration in the toast and the cordial reception which he had 
given to it, and concluded by saying that, whatever might be the future of 
the legal profession in England (and he for one desired that it would not 
undergo any material alteration), solicitors would always be valued in the 
City of London and throughout the country as the necessary advisers in 
the conduct of business, of which, however, litigation, with which solici- 
tors’ names were in the public mind chiefly associated, formed but a 
small part. He thanked the Lord Mayor for the cordial way in which 
he had proposed the toast, and the assembled company for the recep. 
tion they had given it, and added that he had accepted the toast on 
behalf of the solicitors of England as a recognition that solicitors had 
honourably and faithfully performed the duties intrusted to them—that 
they had not failed to recognize that the interests of the public were, when 
rightly considered, identical with the interests of the profession, and that 
so long as solicitors maintained the high standard to which they were 
expected to attain, so long would they be recognized as entitled to 
honourable consideration. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Atrrep Henry Stonnovuse Vicor, barrister, died at his residence, 
32, Great Cumberland-place, on the 24th inst. Mr. Vigor is the son of 
the Rev. Henry Stonhouse Vigor, and was born in 1832. He was educated 
at Ilminster Grammar School, and at St. John’s College, Cambridge, and 
he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Michaelmas Term, 1860. He 
practised on the Western Circuit, and he had a considerable criminal 
business. He was for many years u revising barrister, and he was 
recorder of Penzance from 1877 till 1883, when he was appointed 
recorder of Southampton. Mr. Vigor was married in 1867 to the 
youngest daughter of Mr. William Bird, of Crouch Hall, Hornsey. 


Mr. Witi1am Harper, solicitor, of Bury, died on the 4th inst., in his 
seventy-seventh year. Mr. Harper was the eldest son of Mr. William 
Harper, and was born in 1813. He was educated at University College, 
London. He was admitted a solicitor in 1836, and he had practised for 
about half a century at Bury. He was a perpetual commissioner for 
Lancashire, and he was formerly clerk to the borough magistrates, clerk 
to the Bury Board of Guardians, and superintendent-registrar of births, 
deaths, and marriages for the Bury district. Mr. Harper was buried at 
Walmersley, Lancashire, on the 8th inst. 


Mr. Witi1AM Beaumont, solicitor, formerly of Warrington, died on the 
6th inst. Mr. Beaumont was born in 1797. He was admitted a solicitor 
about the year 1819, and he practised for many years at Warrington. On 
the incorporation of that borough in 1847 he was selected as the first 
mayor, and he afterwards became clerk to the magistrates for the borough. 
He was aleo for many years cierk to the county magistrates at Warring- 
ton. Mr. Beaumont had long ceased to practise, and he had devoted his 
later years to antiquarian studies. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Norton Josern Hucues Hatuert, solicitor, of Derby, has been 
appointed Deputy Clerk of the Peace for Derbyshire, and Deputy Clerk 
to the Derbyshire County Council. Mr. Hallett was admitted a solicitor 
in 1876. 

Mr. Brer Inxcez, barrister, has been appointed Secretary to the Royal 
Commission on the Vaccination Acts. Mr. Ince is the son of the late Mr. 
Henry Bret Ince, (.C. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 
January, 1887, and he practises in the Chancery Division. 


Sir Anrnur Joun Hammonp Cot.ixs, Chief Justice of Madras, has been 
elected Vice-Chancellor of the University of Madras. 


Mr. Freperick Apotrxus Puiizrick, Q.C., who has been appointed to 
act as a Commiesioner of Assize on the Oxford Circuit, is the son of Mr. 
Frederick Blomfield Philbrick, solicitor, of Colchester, and was born in 
1835. He was educated at University College, London, and he 
graduated B.A. of the University of London in 1853. He obtained an 
open studentthip in Michaelmas Term, 1858, and he was called to the bar 
at the Middle Temple in Trinity Term, 1860. He became a Queen’s 
Jounsel in 1874. Mr. Philbrick practises on the South-Eastern Circuit. 
He is recorder of Colchester, a bencher of the Middle Temple, and 4 
member of the Incorporated Council of Law Reporting. 

Mr. ALExanpER Wutson, solicitor and notary, of No. 4, Cook-street, 
Liverpool, has beea appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in the 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Epmunp Lvmtey, barrister, has been appointed Recorder of the 
borough of Grantham, in succession te Mr. Gilbert George Kennedy, 
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who has been appointed a stipendiary te for the metropolis. Mr. 
Lumley is the only son of the late Mr. William Golden Lumley, Q.C., 
counsel to the Local Government Board, and was bornin 1839. He was 
educated at King’s College, London, and at Trinity College, Cambridge, 
where he graduated in the second class of the classical tripos in 1862. 
He was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Hilary Term, 1865, and 
he practises on the Midland Circuit. 
counsel to the Education Department. 

reporter on the steff of the Law Reports. 


Mr. A. W. Trusrett, solicitor (of the firm of Messrs. Timbrell & 
Deighton), of No. 44, King William-street, London Bridge, E.C., and 
‘‘ Bolingbroke,’ Stamford-hill, N., has been appointed a Commissioner 
to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Mr. Lumley was formerly assistant- 
He is a revising barrister, and a 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLuTion. 
Wurm Pitcuer and Georce Guy Vertue, solicitors (Pilcher & 
Vertue), 24, Old Burlington-street, London. June 20. The said George 


Guy Vertue will continue to practise at the eame address. 
[ Gazette, June 25. 





GENERAL. 


At the first meeting of the Select Committee on the Partnership 
Bill Sir Horace Davey was elected chairman. 


It is stated that Mr. Justice Wills is ill, and there is a rumour that a 
second Commissioner of Assize is to be appointed, and Mr. Justice Cave 
is to remain in town instead of going the North-Eastern Circuit. 


The Royal Assent was given by Commission on the 24th inst. to the 
following Bills :—Horseflesh (Sale for Food) ; Town Police Clauses Act 
(1847) Amendment; and Assizes Relief. 


The Lord Chancellor presided over a meeting of the Rule Committee of 
the Judges, which was held in his lordship’s private room, at the Houce 
of Lords, on the 24th inst., when there were present Lord Chief Justice 
Coleridge. the Master of the Rolls (Lord Esher), Sir James Hannen, Lord 
Justice Lindley, Lord Justice Fry, and Mr. Justice Manisty. 


The Albany Law Journal says :—‘' We met a distinguished lawyer from 
a neighbouring city the other day, and, in answer to an inquiry about his 
health, he said he was suffering greatly from rheumatism in his hands. 
We inquired if his hands were totatly disabled. ‘No,’ he said, ‘ not 
quite ; I find myself still able to take a fee.’”’ 


The judges who are going on the Northern Circuit, says the World, have 
just received an intimation from the Mayor of Liverpool that the Shah will 
visit the town during the assizes. This, our contemporary considers, will 
create a curious question of precedence, for the judges always take rank 
as the representatives of the Queen, and difficulty will arise as to what 
they will do. 


Mr. Gladstone dined with the benchers of Lincoln’s-inn on Tuesday 
evening. Among the things not generally known, says the Daily Telegraph, 
is the fact that the late Prime Minister, in the year 1833—the year after he 
was elected M.P.—entered himself as a student on the books of that 
honourable society. His great rival, Lord Beaconsfield, then Mr. Benja- 
min Disraeli, was a student of the same inn as far back as 1824. Neither 
statesman, however, was called to the bar. 


The ranks of Her Majesty’s Counsel in Ireland} have been] reinforced 
by a call of twelve juniors to the senior Bar. The followivg are the 
names of the gentlemen upon whom the Lord Chancellor conferred 
tilks :—G. R. Price (called in 1859), R. J. Robertson (1863), W. 8. Bird 
(1870), S. Ronan (1870), J. W. Craig (1871), David Fitzgerald (1872), 
R. Adams (1873), D. B. Sullivan (1873), T. L O*’Shaughnessy (1874), 
J. E H. Carson (1877), J. J. Shaw (1878), D. P. Barton (1880). 


According to a custom which has prevailed for a few years past several 
of her Majesty’s judges dined together at the Ship Hotel at Greenwich on 
the 20th inst. The party embarked at the Temple pier on board the 
steamer Celia, and proceeded direct to their destination. Among those 

resent were Lord Justice Ootton, Lord Justice Lopes, Lord Justice 

indley, Lord Justice Bowen, Sir James Hannen, and Justices Denman, 
Oave, Day, Mathew, Charles, Smith, Grantham, Wills, Chitty, Stirling, 
North, and Kekewich, 


At the Rhyl County Court beld last week Judge Horatio Lloyd was 
engaged for some hours on a case involving the liability of paying for 
some geese. In the course of the case he remarked :—‘‘ People talk about 
there being no perjury in Wales; they ought to be here to-day to hear 
this case. I have been charged with saying the Welsh nation is a nation 
of perjurers. That is absolutely untrue, WhatI said, and what I still 
say, is that I have never anywhere else come across such perjury as I 
have unfortunately met with in Wales. 


Mr. Round, M.P. for the Harwich Division of Essex, has introduced a 
Bill for effecting an amendment in the Settled Land Act. He pro- 
poses to enable; a building lease under the Act, or an agreement for 
one, to contain an option for the lessee to purchase the land at a price 
fixed at the time of the making of the lease or agreement. The time 
within which this option may be exercised must, however, not be fixed 
more than ten years off. The price fixed must be the best which, having 
regard to the rent received, can reasonably be obtained; but it may be 
either a fixed sum of money or such a sum as shall be equal to a stated 
number of years’ purchase of the highest rent reserved by the lease. 








memorial has been addressed to the Lord Chancellor and other 
officials, praying for the amendment or repeal of the thirty-second section 
of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. Under this section the registrar is given an 
unlimited diecretion to disqualify a debtor who may have obtained his 
discharge from sitting as a peer or representative in Parliament, from 
serving as 4 magistrate, or in any municipal capacity ; and this, not for a 
definite term, but for the remainder of his life. This is obviously cruelty 
without precedent ; and among the signatures to the memorial are no 
fewer than thirteen of the members who eerved on the committee which 
originally passed the Bill.’’ 


The following circular has been issued to clerks to justices in England 
and Wales :—‘* Home Office, Whitehall, 24th June, 1589 —Sir,—I am 
directed by the Secretary of State to transmit to you herewith a copy of 
the Assizes Relief Act, which has to-day received the Royal Assent and 
become law; and I am to request that you will call the attention of the 
justices of your bench to its provisions, which require that prisoners 
charged with offences triable at quarter sessions and committed for trial 
shall, unless the justices for special reasons otherwise direct, be sent for 
trial at the next court of quarter sessions, and not at any intervening 
assizes. The Act comes into force from to-day, and care must therefore 
be taken that it is acted upon at once. At the same time the attention of 
the justices is particularly called to the power reserved to them, in any 
case where for special reasons they think fit to do, to direct that the 
prisoner is to be tried at the intervening «ssizes instead of waiting for 
the quarter sessions.—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, Govrrey 
Lusuineron.”’ 


The World says that:—‘‘ A numerously and very patnentiety ened 
igh 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
RoTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Date APPEAL COURT Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
‘ No. 2. Kay. CHITTY. 
Monday, July... «...... 1 Mr. Leach Mr. Pemberton Mr. Rolt 
IES oa ‘acon iigaseion “Oe Beal ard Godfrey 
Wednesday.................. 3 Leach Pemberton Rolt 
ae 4 Beal Ward Godfrey 
ee a Leach Pemberton Rolt 
eee Beal Ward Godfrey 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
NORTH, STIRLING. KEKEWICH, 
Monday, July ............1 Mr. Carrington Mr. Lavie Mr. Clowes 
SINE icaasccninviosncciie: Jackson Pugh coe 
Wednesday...........0 s+ 3 Carrington Lavie Clowes 
_ a aera Jackson Pugh oe 
0 SS ree | Carrington Lavie Clowes 
eee 6 Jackson Pugh Koe 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—F RIDAY, June 21. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

BEWERLEY UNITED LEAD AND BARYTES MINING Co, LimiTep.—Petn for wind- 
ing up, presented June 18, directed to be heard before Caitty, J., on Saturday, 
June 29. Edmonds & Edmonds, Gray’s inn sq, solors for petner 

CONSTITUTIONAL NEWS ASSOCIATION, LIMITED. —Petn for winding up, preseated 
June 20, airected to be heard berore Chitty, J ,on June 29. Colyer, Wych st, 
Strand, tolor for petner 

LIFE ASSURANCE AGENTs’ JOURNAL Co., LIMITED.—Petn for winding up, pre- 
sented June 20, directed to be heard before Stirling, J.,on June 29. Hamlin 
Uo., Fleet st, agents for Dunn & French, Leeds, solurs for petnuer 

SELF-WINDING AND SYNCHRONISING Ciock Co., Limirep.—Petn for winding up, 
presented June 19, directed to be heard before Stirling, J., on Saturday, June 
29. Linklater & Co,, Bond ct, Walbrook, solors for pecners 

COUNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 

LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

LiIvgRPooL, IsLE OF MAN, AND SOUTH OF SCOTLAND STzAM CARRYING OO, 
Lrutrep.—The Vice-Chancellor has fixed ham A June «8, at 11, at No. 9, Cook 
st, Liverpool, for the appointment of an official liquidator 

FRIENDLY SOCIELIES DISSULVED. 

New Frrenpiy Society, Schoolroom, Long Itchington, Rugby, Warwick. 

June 17 
SUSPENDED FOR THREE MONTHS. 

BasTon OLD FRIENDLY SocreTy, Black Horse Inn, Baston, Market Deeping, 
Lincoln. June 19 

Court EAGLE Frignpty Society, Dun Horse, Bolton rd, Bury, Lancaster. 
June 19 

HUGGLESCOTE CHRISTIAN RELIEF SocreTy, Baptist Schoolroom, Hugglescote, 
Ashby de la Zouch, Leicester. June 19 

London Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 25. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 

LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

BARTON-UPON-HUMBER AND District WaTzR Co., LIMITED.—Petn for winding 
up, presented June 22, directed to be heard before North, J.,onJuly6. Hughes 
& Co., Budge row, Cannon st. solors for petner 

BEWERLEY UNITED LEAD AND BaBYTES MINING Co., LimiTgeD.— Petn for winding 
up, presented June 18, directed to be heard before Chitty, J., on June 29, 
Edmonds & Edmonds, Gray’s inn sq, soiors for petner 

CLUB BUILDINGS AND FURNISHING Co., LIMITED.—Petn for winding up. pre- 
sented June 21, directed to be heard before Kay, J., on Saturday, July 
Lewis & Churchman, Chancery lane, solors for petner 

SouTH WALES SMELTING Oo., LimiTep.—Chitty, J., has, by an order dated May 
23, appointed Richard Garnaut Cawker, 11, Lemple st, Swansea, to be official 


liquidator 
. FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
FRIENDLY Socrety, Schoolroom, Uffington, Berks. June 22 
OLD MESTING BENEFIT CLUB SOCIETY, Ebenezer Schoolroom, Old Meoting st, 
West Bromwich, Stafford. June 20 
a ny oF WALES BENEFIT Society, Barley Sheaf, Catherine st, Devonport. 
une 21 
SUSPENDESD FOR THREE MONTHS. 
ae JONATHAN PRIvsTMAN, A.O.F., Black Bull Inn, Leadgate, Durham. 
une 20 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, June 7. 
CRANFIELD, EMERY. Elstow, Bedford, Farmer. June 28, 
North, J. Leslie & Hardy, Bedford row 
Poork, AGNES LADY, Salisbury. June 29. Smith v Rooper, North, J. 
Lincoln’s inn fields 


Lyon v Cranfield, 


Rooper, 


London Gazette. —TUESDAY, June il. 
PEPPRELL, GEORGE James, Torquay. July 7, The Torquay Local Board v 
Pepprell, Kay, J. Russcll, Coleman st 
London Gasette.—TUESDAY, June 18. 
Cross. Evan, Risca, Mon., Brewer. July 22. Cross v Cross, North, J. Pain 
Newport 
London Gazette —TUESDAY, June 25. 


Harris, CATHARINE JANE. Budleigh Saltertona, Devon. July 16. Vowell v 
Gamlen, Stirling, J. Mead, King’s Bench walk. Temple 
Pi-cadilly, Captain. July 26. Hoare v 


HOARF, CHARLES NOEL, Bolton st, 
Owen, Stirling, J. Fletcher, Finsbury circus 

Swirt. JAMES, Newton st. Holborn, Printer. July 8. 
Upton & Britton, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Croft v Swift, Stirling, J. 


UNDER & 23 VICT. CAP. 
AST Day OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 11. 

ABBOTT, CHARLES JAMES, New inn, Solicitor. July 6. Abbott & Co, New inn, 
Strand 

Berry, Mary, Kentish Town rd. 
coln’s inn fields 

BINGHAM, JOSEPH, Liver} ool, Corn Salesman. 


3>: 


22 
22 
L 


July 17. Chamberlayne & Beaumont, Lin- 


July 11. Sampson, Liverpool 


BOSWELL, WILLIAM, Goldsmith’s Dene, Dartford, Ironmonger. July 16. J.& | 
. C. Hayward. Dartford : 
Cons, EvizanetTn, Morpeth, Northumberland. July 8 G. & I, Brummell, 


Morpeth 


Coorgr, JAMES, Fore st, Chartered Accountant. July 31. Harris, Coleman st 


Cox, CHARLES JAMES, Fordwych, nr Canterbury, late Colonel East Kent Volun- | 


teer Rifle Regiment. July 20. Hyde & Co, Ely pace 

DANCOCKS, RAMUEL WILLIAM, Woodstock rd, Shepherd's bush, Dairyman, 
26. Watson, Southampton bldgs, Chancery lane 

DuGGiesy, ARTHUR WILLIAM WALDBY, Scarborough, Butcher. 
Scarborough 

ELsworTH, WILLIAM, Sheflield, Gent. Augi. Branson & Son, Sheffield 


HEILMANN, JOHANN GERHARD, Osnabruck, Germany, Gent. 
West st. Finsbury circus 

HENDERSON, KETURAH, Tunbridge Wells. Aug 1, 
Cheapside 

Hvupson, CATHERINE, Bath. 


June 26, Royle, 


July 30. Langdon 
’ 
Freeman & Son, Gutter lane, 


July 8. Stone & Co, Bath 


JOHNSON, JOHN LOVICK, Saxlingham, Nethergate, Norfolk, Clerk in Holy Orders | 


Augil. Cross & Co, Norwich 
JONES, EDWARD, Ruabon, Denbigh, Grozer. July 15. James & James, Wrexham 
JonEsS, THOMAS, Sheffield, Gent. July 24. Addy, Sheffield 
Kina, ADA, Ventnor, I W. July 20. Becher, Bedford row 
LEACHMAN. FRANCIS JOSEPH, Park village West, Regent’s pk, Clerk, M.A. Aug 

2. Whittington & Co, Bishopsgate st Without 
LEIGHTON, HORATIO NELSON, Great Yarmouth, Cooper. 

Son, Great Yarmouth 
MALLABONE, JaM¥s, Kenilworth, Warwick, Farmer. 


July 19. Burton & 


July 20. Chadwick & Son, 


Warwick 
MANNING, FANNY, Portfie!d, nr Chichester. July 19. Sowton, Chichester 
OLDHAM. GEORGE ROBERT, Sutton within Macclesfield, Gent. Aug 1. Hand, 


Macclesfield 

PAINTEB, THOMAS, Wrexham, Esq. July 15. James & James, Wrexham 

Pakky, Tromas, Tygwyn, Llandudno, Gent. July 21. Chamberlain, Llanduino 

Percy, Joun (otherwise RevneN), Woking, Surrey, Coal Merchant. July 8 
White, Chancery lane 

PoTTER, GEORGR HENRY, Rivenhall, nr Witham, Essex, Gent. 
nard, Westminster Bridge rd, Lambeth 

Price. JAMES, Rowley Regis, Staffs, formerly Gun Barrel Roller. 
Wright & Co, Oldbury, Worcs 

RIsinG, MARGARET MARTHA, Bowrd, July 5. Taylor & Taylor, New Broad st 

ScHOFIRLD, JAMES, Southampton st, Bloomsbury, Surveyor. Augi. Ford & 
Co, Bloomsbury sq . 

Srmirson, Lieut-Gen WILLIAM Scott, Ryder st, St James’s. 
fon, New Broad st 

STEWART, JOHN MACKENZIE, Manchester, Cloth Merchant. 
Manchester 

STONE, HARRIRT, Hova villas, Brighton. 
bidgs, Gray’s inn 

TuHoMrson, HARRIET, Addison grdns, South Kensington. July 20. Roy & Cart- 
wright, Lothbury . 

WATERHOUSE, CHARLES Little Gomersal, Birstal, Yorks, Farmer. 
Clough, Cleckheaton 

WINCH, JOSEPH, L!andudno, Gent. July 21. Chamberlain, Llandudno 


WYLDE, SARAH, Stanhope pl, Hyde pk. July 8. Few & Co, Surrey st, Strand 


Bar- 


July 15. 


July 11. Gordon & 


July 15. 
July 31, 


July 20. 


Lonion Gasette.—FRIDAY, June 14, 
ANNESLEY, FRANCIS CHARLES, Perack, Straits Settlements, Inspector of Police. 
July 1, Brydges & Mellersh, Cheltenham 
BaRLow, ELLEN, Macclesfield. June 30. Reade, C 


BULLMAN, JOSEPH, Royal Swan Hotel, Hastings. 
Asbford Kent 
CHORLTON, Harriet, College st, Manchester, 
anchester 
DauTon. JAMES EDWARD, Seagrave, Leics, Clerk in Holy Orders. August 31. 
Woolleys & Co, Loughborough 
DieBy. JOHN DigRy WINGFIED, Sherborne Castle, Dorset. 
Ffooks, Sherborne 
EpMonpbs, GrorGE£, Bexhill, Sussex, Wheelwright 
{astings 
FARRAR, ELIZABETH, St Helens, Lancs. July 10. 
FITZGERALD, SopHIA Mary LEIGH, Leamington. 
ford row 
GOLDSCHMIDT, PuILip, Manchester, Merchant 


mgleton 
June 22, Mowll & Mowll, 


June 29. Crofton & Craven, 
July5. J.andE.A 
August 3. Meadows & Co, 


Barrow & Cook, St Helens 
July 14. Peake & Co, Bed- 


Leaf & Cu, Mauchester 


July 20 
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HEATLEY, GeorGE Davis, High Wycombe, Bucks, J.P. July 15. Rowcliffes & 
Co, Bedford row 
HEY, ELIZABETH, Upper Grange rd, Bermondsey. Sept13. Hey, Hounslow 


HoprErns, Tnomas. Finney Hill, nr Sheepshed, Leics, Brickmaker. Aug 12, 
Toone & Bartlett, Loughborough 

Jones, JoHN, Aberdare, Brewer. June 22. White & White, Merthyr Tydfil 

LEwIs, ALBERT SOLOMON, Manchester, Jeweller. July 19. Myer, New Bridge 
street 

Masters, RIcHARD, Commercial Clerk, Oldfield rd, Hampton. 
Old Burlington st a 

Periu. JOAN Bosrnson, Longcroft, Hayes, Kent, Esq. 
Old Jewry ; 

PrRIpMORE, EpWarD Morris. Breage Vicarage, Cornwall, Olerk in Holy Orders. 
July 13. Grylls & Co, Helston 

Roprnson, HENRY, Aston Hall, Staffs, Butler. July 15. Duignan & Elliot, 

Walsall 


July 31. Taylor, 


July 15. Kearsey & Co, 


ais4 
Scorr. JAMES JACKSON, Ardleybury, nr Stevenage, Herts, Esq. July 17. Helder 
& Roberts, Verulam bldgs, Gray’s inn 


SEAGER, JOHN OSBORNE, Stevenage, Herts, Clerk in Holy Orders. June 24. 
Hawkins & Co, Hitchin ; ie 
SHANNON, MATACBI, Millbank st, Westminster, Licensed Victualler. July 22. 


Few & Fuller, Borough High st, Southwark ae 
WERSTER, ELIZABETH, Gedling, Notts. July 6. Cann & Son, Nottiagham 


WrnDGE, Emma THERESA, Southampton, July 16. Pearce & Co, Southampton 
Woop, Emma, Glossop, Derby. July 20. Leaf & Co, Manchester 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 18. 
Brown, GEORGE BYRON, Liverpool, Gent. July 27. Miller, Liverpool 





CAMPBELL, CHARLOTTE SOPHIA, Baroness CRAIGNISH, Iver, Bucks. Aug 1. 
| Pontifex & Co, St Andrew’s st, Holborn circus , 
DAvrEs, ELIZABETH ANN, Bolney, nr Cuckfield, Sussex, Domestic Servant, July 


Harrison & Powell, Raymond bldgs, Gray’s inn 


14 
Aug 3. Collisson & Co, Bedford 


Eyrk, CATHERINE Mary, Liscard, Cheshire 


row 

Gwitt, Rev. Ropgert, Icklingham Rectory, Suffolk. Aug 15. Farrer & Co, 
Lincoln’s inn fields oe 

HAtt, Ricuarp, Onslow rd, Richmond, Gent. Augi13. Nickinson & Co, Chan- 
cery lane 

| Farris. WirLIaAM, Adelaide rd, Hampstead, Police Superintendent, July 20, 
Wells. South sq, Gray’s inn 

HenpGES, ELIZABETH, Aylesbury. July 6. Fell, Aylesbury 


Hopason, MARy ANNE, Bootham, York. Oct1. Walker, York 


JoRDAN, JAMES. Bridlington Quay, York, Farmer. July 20. J. T. & H. Wood- 
| a. St Leonards on Sea,Gent. Augi7. Kingsford & Co, 
| Lareapaen, Jomm Botton, Hartford, Chester, Esq. July 15. Gibbins & Arkle, 
| et, York, July1. Cobb, York 
| NAYLOR, WILLIAM BAKER, Ponder’s End, Esq. July 3!. Venning & Co 


Gresham House, Old Broad st 
OLDERSHAW. MARIA, Scarth Lodge, Barnes Common. 
yard, Doctors’ Commons : 
| Paron, GEORGE, Onslow sq, South Kensington, M.D., Deputy Inspector General 
| of Hospitals, late Bengal Medical Service. July 1. Guscotte & Co, Essex 
st, Strand " 
PERRY, ANN, Wilcot, Wilts. July 5. Dixon, Pewsey 
PoWELL, Rick EDWARD, Bristol, Wine Merchant. Aug 15. Perham, Bristol 
REECE. THOMAS, Birmingham, Tobacconist. July 20. Burman & Rigbey, Bir- 


July 3i. Oldershaw, Bell 


mingham i a 
ROBERTS, JOHN, Newtown, Farnham, Dorset, Innkeeper. Aug 19. Burridge, 
Shaftesbury 
RoBInson, MARY ANN, Northumberland st, Birmingham. July 13. Brown & 


Co, Birmingham 

Rvs3BLL, WILLIAM, Wincanton, Somerset, Physician. 
coln’sion 

SARTORIS, EDWARD JOHN, Warsash, nr Titchfield, Southampton. Aug 30. Green, 
Mitre ct chmbrs, Temple 

| SHAFTO, RoperT DuNcomBE, Whitworth Park, Ferry Hill, Durham, Esq. 

7. Guscotte & Co, Essex st, Strand 
| Stack, JaMEs, Carlisle, Grocer, July 31. Clutterbuck & Trevenen, Carlisle 


| Smiru, Joun RHODES, Sheffield, Coal Merchant. Augi. Branson & Son, Shef- 
field 


July 20. ABarrow, Lin- 


July 


i1°lr 
| SmirH, RaAtrH DANIEL, Great Lever, ur Bolton, Joiner. Sept 13. Whitaker, 
Duchy of Lancaster Oflice, W.C. 
STRATTON, WILLIAM HENRY, Kennington Oval. 
hill, Cannon st 
TURNER, Mary, Ne!son pl. Sheffield. Augi. Branson & Son, Sheffield 
| WALTER, MARIA, Prebend st, Islington. July1. Greathead, Rochester 
| WinrzaMs, Tuomas, Tynypant, Pontardawe, Glam, Farmer. Aug 17. 
Pontardawe ; 
| Wooncock, KoOBERT, Whittington, Norfolk, Maltster. 
Mellor, Downham Market, Norfolk 


July 15. Snow & Co, College 


Evans, 


July 20. Copeman & 


London Gasette.—FRIDAy, June 21. 
} 
| 


Sutyus, Buuer, Russell sqr, Gent. July 27. Beyfus & Beyfus, Lincoln’s inn 

fields 

| BLADON, Francis JOSErn, Belvedere rd, Upper Norwood, Esy. 
field & Co, St Swithin’s lane, London 

BORTHISTLE, GEORGE, Queen st, St Pancras, Engraver, and MAry JANE Bor- 
THISTLE, Queen st, St Pancras. Augi, Henry Hall Troy, No 11, Torrens 
rd, Brixton Hill 

CAMPBELL, RICHARD PLANTAGENET, 3rd Duke of Buckingham and Chandos, 
Chandos st, Cavendish sqr. Aug6. Currie & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Aug 7. Shef- 


Ca, - Kerr, Beverley, Yorks, Barrister at Law. Augi9. Moss & 

Co. Hu 

| CHENEY, BENJAMIN Horatio, Boston, Lincs, Gent. July 3. Staniland, 
Boston 


CHURCHILL, CHARLOTTE CARTWRIGHT, Ladbroke Gardens, Notting Hill. July 


31. Underwood & Co, Holles st, Cavendish sqr 

Cox, Joun, Little Turnstile, Holborn, Licensed Victualler. July 21, Pricsa & 
Son, Walbrook 

CROSSE, JOHN GREENE, Carlton chmbrs, Regent st, Solicitor. July 20. Saunders, 


Carlton chrabrs, Regent st 
Dame. en, Kirklington, Yorks, Farmer. Aug 1. Thornton & Simpson, 
itby 


FREEBODY, MATTHEW GEORGE, Clement’s lance, Timber Merchant. Aug 1. 
Watney & Co, Lombard ct 
GREENSLADE, WILLIAM, Clifton, Bristol, Brush Manufacturer Augi, Becking- 


ham & Co, Bristol 
HARDING, KOBERT, Ainsda!e, nr So utbport, Gent. 
Manchester 


Sept 2. Diggles & Ogden, 
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Eisrwoeo, Mary, Didsbury, nr Manchester. July 31. Chapman & Uo, Man- 
chester 
Huvuaues, JosHva, Lord Bishop of St Asaph. Sept19. Wynne & Co, Denbigh 


JoNnES, JOHN, Warrington, Builder. July 12. Davies & Co, Warrington 
McWEENY, ARTHUR, Bradford, Accountant's Clerk. Augi1. Freeman, Bradford 
MIEVILLE, AMEDEE FRANCIS, St Le yoards. July 20. King, Kiag st, Cheapside 
Moxon, Emity, Broomhill, Sheffield. Augi4. Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 
ONION, JOHN, Edgbaston, Warwick, Gent. July 20. Wragge & Co, Birmiugham 
ORCHARD, EnWARD, Brussels, formerly Gas Meter Maker. July 22. Turnbull, 
Jonn st, Bedford row 
ORCHARD, MARTHA, Acton st, Hackney. July 22. Turnbull, John st, Bedford row 
ORRET?. RALPH, West Derby, nr Liverpool, Farmer. Aug 1. Bart'ett & Atkin- 
son, Liverpool 
PARKER, ELEANOR, Knowle, Warwick. June 19, Sale, Solihull 
PATERSON, JOHN, Windsor rd, Forest Gate, Marine Superintendent. Aug 1. 
Roberts, Exeter g : ; 
PRETTY, WILLIAM, Ipswich Draper. Aug i. Jenniags & Bantoft, Ipswich 
READ, FREDERICK, ‘#loucester gdns, Hyde pk, Esq July 31. Hyde & Co, Ely 
place, Holborn 


ROBERTS, EpwarpD Hust, St Leonard, Exeter, Retired Solicitor. Sept 30, 


Roberts, Exeter 

Guay, GEORGE, Desborough, Northsmpton, Farmer. July 24. Jebb & Son, 

oston 

Soapy, Vice Admiral Joun CLank, R.N., Warrington ¢dns, Maida Hill. Aug 22. 
Marsden & Witson, Old Cavendish st 

STAMP, LK DMUND, Honiton, Devon, Solicitor. Aug 1, Stamp & Dunning, Honitou 

STRANGE, MATTHEW, High Wycombe, Bucks, Hetired Chair Manufacturer. Aug 
41. Parker & Wilkins, High Wycombe 

TAYLOR, FRANCIS FREDERICK, Stockland, Devon, Solicitor, Aug 11. Stamp & 
Dunning, Honiton 

TAYLOR, Mary ANN, St David’s, Exeter. Aug i. Stamp & Duuning, Honiton 


TENNANT, GEOFFREY GARNETT, Leeds, Capt 3rd Battalion West Yorks Regt. 
July 24. Darley & Cumberland, John st, Bedford row 
THIRKELL, ANN Ev1zA, Whitby, Yorks. Augi. Thornton & Simpson, Whitby 


Tuompson, HARBIET ANN, Norwoodrd, Herno Hill. July 20. Adcock, Circus 
place, Finsbury circus ? 

TUANER, HENRY, Willoughby onthe Wolds, Notts, Farmer. July 31. Buker, 
Melton Mowbray 

TURNER, MARY, Cheddar, Scmerset. July 31. Woolfryes & Powell, Banwell 

WALEY, JUSTINA RACHEL, Argyll rd, Kensington, August 5. Simpson & 
Cullingford, Gracechurch st 

WATERSON, MARY SoPHia, Stechford, Worcs. July 32, Rowlands & Co, Bir- 
mingham 

WEDSTER, EDWARD, Buxton, Gent. July 20, Taylor & Brown, Buxton 

WRIGHT, FRANCIS JAMES, Green lanes, Finsbury Park, July 21. Ramsbotham 
& Cooke, New ct, Lincoln’s inn 

London Gaz:tte.—TUEsDAY, June 75, 

ARBER, CHARLES Burwell, Cambs, Farmer. July 19. Fenn & Co, Newmarket 

BABBAGE, aan, Gauden rd, Clapham, Esq. Augi. Vandercom & Cc, Bush 
lane, E.C. 

BLATHERWICK, KUTH, Bishop’s Waltham, Hants. July 13. Newitt & Gater, 
Bishop’s Waltham 

BURCHELL, EDWARD, Leeds, Surgeon. Augi. Miling, Leeds 


CABABE, PAUL, Manchester, Gent, July 31. Rowley & Co, Manchester 


(HAPPLE, MALY ANN, South Molton, Devon, Hairdresser. July 6. Hole, Mine- 
head, Pomerset 








CuarrLe, THomas, South Molton, Devon, Hairdresser. July 25. Kingdon, 
South Molson 
CLAYTON, JOHN, Hornsey lane, Highgate, Geant. July 31. Beaumont & Son, 
Liacoln’s ian fields 
Grover. _— Tong, Birstal, Yorks, Yeoman. Aug 12. Hutchinson & Son, 
radforc 
FIELDING, JOSEPH, Golcar, nr Hudierstield, July 18. Ramsden & Co, Hudders- 


tiel 

GILLHAM, JOHN, Landport, Retired Relieving Officer. July 1. Gillham, Lan4- 
port 

HamnouD, RICHARD, Rood lane, Tea Merchant. July 30. Hughes, Shrews- 
bury 

——« ~ RICHARD, Stretford, Lancs, Gent. July 31. Rowley & Oo, Man- 


chester 

Senses, Gepanee Sornia, Tunbridge Wells. Aug 1. Stoneham & Son, Fen- 
church st 

er GEORGE, St Leonards, Solicitor. Aug 1. Stoncham & Son, Fen- 
church st 


HOLMES, JOHN, Halifax, Farmer. Aug 3. England, Halifax 

Hopkins, WILLIAM, Dunton Bassett, Leicester, Farmer. Aug 2. Watson & 
Channey, Lutterworth 

JANNINGS, Mary, St Helen’s st, Ipswich. Aug7. Westhorp & Co, Ipswich 


Lar, Susan ExizA, Freelands, Winchester. Aug2i. Wooldridge & Son, Win- 

chester 

MITCHELL, GEORGE, East India Dock rd, Poplar. Aug 1. Stoneham & Son, 
Fenchurch st 

Moony, ADELAIDE HENRIETTA, Bedford. Aug 15. Godden & Co, Old Jewry 


NAYLOR, ABRAIAM, Stoke on Trent, Tile Maker. July 18. Day, Stoke on Trent 
NISBET, RALPH PATTERSON, Harrogate. July 19. Nisbet & Hinds, Leadenhall 


street 

PFEIFFER, JURGEN Epwarpb, Tokenhouse yard, Esq. Aug 1. Freshfields & 
Williams, Bank bldgs 

Pubs, KicHarD, Rutland gate, Hyde park, formerly Colonel in the Army. 
July 31. Campbeli & Co, Warwick st, Regent st 

ROBERTSON, GEORGE, Sigdou r}, valston lane, Gent. July 29. Stock, Bridge 
chmbry, Queen Victoria st 

SADLER, SARAH ANN, New Kent rd, Aug3. Watson, Gracechurch st 

ScRUTON, JOHN, Water Wold, nr Pocklington, East Yorks, Farmer, July 12, 
T. & A. Priestman, Hull 

Szvr, Rev WILLIAM HENRY, Torquay, Clerk, July 29, Kitsons & Co, Torquay 

THORNTON, JOHN VARLEY, Bradford, Silk Merchant. July 6. Farrar, Bradford 


TURNBULL, ELIZABETH, Belsize pk, Hampstead. Aug 1. Sutton & Co, Man- 


chester 
WALKER, ELLEN, Blythe Hail, Notticgham, July 31. Hodding & Beevor, 
orksop 


WEBSTER, SARAH, Upper Gloucester pl, Marylebone. Aug i. Van Tromp, 
Essex st, Strand 

WILLS, JAMES, Leigumouth, Devon, Gent. Aug 1. Francis & Co, Newton Abbot 

Wise, Base ELIZABETH, Teigainouth, Devon. Augi, Francis & Co, Newton 
Abbot 

WISEMAN, CHRISTOPHER, Belvedere, Erith, Kent, Publican. July 26, J.& J. 0. 
Hayward, Dartford 





WALNING TO INTENDING HOUSE PURCHASERS & LESSEES.—Before purchasing or 
renting & house have the Sanitary arrangementsthorvuyhly examined by an expert 
from Lhe Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Uo., 65, late 116, Victoria-st., West- 
minster (stab, 1875), who also undertake the Veatilation of Olfices, &&.—! Avr. ] 











BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette—FRIDAY, June 21, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ALLEN, ALFRED, Edmonton, Builder Edmonton 
Pet Juce 18 Ord June 18 

APLIN, WILLIAM HoppER EDWARDs, Late of Milver- 
gon, Bemnerast, Baker Taunton Pet Mayi8 Ord 
June 17 

ARTAULT, MABIE PHILOMENE Osnaburgh st, Regent’s 
pk, Widow High Court Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

ARMSTRONG, RoBgknT JONATHAN, Chester, Late 
Banker’s Clerk Chester Pet June 17 Ord 
June 17 

ATKINSON, WILLIAM, Leeds, Confectioner Leeds 
Pet June17 Ord June 17 

BaaoGort, GEORGE, and WILLIAM CLAYTON, St Paul’s 
churcbyard, Fancy Drapers High Court Pet 
Juneis Ord June 18 

Bates, WILLTAM, Leicester, Tailor Leicester Pet 
Junei15 Ord June 15 

BENNETT, FREDERICK, New Windsor, Piumber 
Windsor PetJuneits Ord June 18 

Briumson, Joseru, Green st, Bethnal greev, Boot 
Maker High Court PetJune 19 Ord June19 

BootH, HERBELT, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, Cotton 
Doubler Halifax PetJune 1h Ord June19 

BRADLEY, CHARLES PERCY, London rd, Sevenoaks, 
ae Tuubtiige Wells Pet June 17 Ord 
June 17 

CHINERY, LESLIE, and BEN Krrk, International Club, 
Trafalgar sq, Both of and late copartners in the 
said International Club High Court Pet March 
26 Ord June 18 

CLAUGHTON. GARNETT, Farsley, nr Leeds, Exgiucer 
Leeds PetJunei9 Ord June 19 

CLISSOLD, WILLIAM, Stroud, Glos, Architect Glouces- 
ter Pet Junei8s Ord June 18 

CLosgEY. JoHN, Bury, Bricklayer Bolton Pet June 
19 Ord June 19 

CoTGROVE, FREDERICK THOMAS, Cheltenham, Iair- 
dresser Cheltenham Pet Junei7 Ord June 17 

Davies, THomMas LUrFMAN, Weston super Mare, 
Commission Agent Bridgwater Pet June 17 
Ord June 17 

Dawson, EDWARD, Stafford, Hairdresser Stafford 
Pet June ts Ord June 18 


| Lpgar, THoMAs, Blaydon, Durham, Mineral Water 

1 Manufacturer Newcastle on Tyne Pet June 6 
Ord June 18 

| FOLLETT, THomaAs, Knowstone, Devon, Farmer Barn- 
staple PetJuned Ord June i7 

| Groves, ARTHUR WILLIAM, Dorchester, Manager of a 
Candle Co Dorchester Pet Juve 17 Orddune 17 

HARRISON, EpWiIn !Ricuarp, Temple Hirst, Yorks, 
Farmer York PetJune18 Ord June 18 

Hoover, Ropert, sen, KoBERT Hoorsr, jun, and 
ALFRED HOOPER, Leyton, Vilmen Hish Cour 
Pet Juneis Ord June 18 

Hupson, HENRY, Dewsbury, Mill Operative King- 
ston upon Hull PetJuse18 Ord June 18 

EluNT, WILLIAM, and Davip PHILips, ‘Totterdown, 
Bristol, Grocers Bristul Vet Juue 18 Ord 
June 18 

JENKIN, THOMAS, Camborne, Oornwall, Butcher 
Truro PetJunei17 OrdJune 17 

JORDAN, Hiuney, Fords Grove Farm, Wiachmore 
lil, Farmer ELdmonton Pet June 17 Ord 
June 17 


LAWTON, Davip HENRY, Manchester, Paper Hang- 
ings Merchant Manchester Pet June 17 Ord 
June 17 

| Lewis, EpGar, Bognor, Sussex, Brighton Pet Mar 
19 Ord June 3 

| LipGET?T, JaMxs, Great Grimsby, Auctioneer Great 

' Grimsby PetJuneis O dJune1s8 

LINDSEY, BENJAMIN CORNELLUS, Seven Sisters ri, 
Holioway, jCheesemouger High Court Pet 
Juuei9 Ord June 19 

LunNN, CHARLES, Brighton, late Draper's Assistant 
High Uourt PetJune 4 Ord June 19 

POWELL, WILLIAM, Openshaw, nr Manchester, Baker 
Manchester PetJunei9 OriJuue 19 

REID, ARCHIBALD HAMILTON, late Fleet st, Musical 
| uae Dealer High Court Pet May 20 O:d 

une 19 

RicHAnDsoN, Tuomas Hakgris, Birkdale, Lancs. 
Milliner’s Manager - Liverpool Pet May 29 Ord 
June 19 

REYNOLDS, Davip, Bwichclawdd, Llangranog, 
Cardiganshire, Farmer Carmarthen Pet May 
31 Ord June 18 

Ropcers, Wintiam McKay, Birmingham, Boot 
Lealer Birmingbam Pet June 19 Ord June iy 


SAYERS, JAMES, Ipswich, Hairdresser Ipswich Pet 
Juneis Ord Juue 18 

SMmitH, Emma Rosa, and Exizapeta MONTFREDA 
SmiTa, Leominster, Liceused Victuallers Leo- 
minster Pet June 19 OrdJune 19 

SMITH, JOSEPH, Pontefract, Farmer Waketield Pet 
June1s Urd June 18 

TAYLOR, WILLIAM, Landport, Grocer Portsmouth 
Pet June 17 Ord June 17 

WARNE, JAMes KicHARD, Birmingham, Paper Mer- 
Gents Sees Birmiagham Pet June 18 Ord 

une 18 


Tre following amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the London Gazvtte of June LI. 


TOWELL, HENRY Samira, Swan rd Hanworth Car- 
penter Kingston, Surrey Pet May 28 Ord 
June 7 


rhe following amended notice is substituted for 
that published in the London Gazette of June 14. 


GopwINn, GeEorGE, Kingston, Landport, Grocer 
Portsmouth PetJuneit Ord June it 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ARMSTRONG, ROBERT JONATHAN, Chester, late 
Banker’s Clerk July 1 at 2.30 Bankruptcy 
Offices, Crypt chbrs, Chester 

BALLARD, ABRAHAM, Bayham st, Oamden Town, 
Cigar Dealer July 9at11 33, Varey st, Lincoln’s 
inn 

Bocock, Joun, Bury St Edmunds, Butcher July 1 
at 12.45 Guildhall, bury 8t Edmunds - 

BRADSHAW, WILLIAM Harper, Plaistow, Essex, 
Secretary of the Kast London Seaside Home for 
Poor and Deserving Children July 5 at 2.30 33, 
Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Browns, UC E Gork, Alliance Club, St James’s sq 
July 2ati2 Bankruptcy bldvs, Lincoln’s inn 

Cuinps, WILLIAM JAMES, and GEORGE CHILDS, late 
Bush rd, Lower rd, Rotherhithe, Ship Smiths 
July 2at 11 33, Carey st, Lincoln’sinn — 

COHEN, AARON ALFRED, Oxford gdns, Notting Hill, 
House Furnisher July 5 at 12.30 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Lincoln’s inn 

Cooper, JOHN THOMAS, Church Gresley, Derby, 
Labourer July 17 at 11.50 Midland Hotel, 
Burton on Trent : 

Coxcoran, JAMes Jossvil, Manchester, Fish Curer 
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June 28 at 11.39 Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge 
st. Manchester 

CoTGROVE, FREDERICK THOMAS. Cheltenham, Hair- 
dresser June 29 at 115 County Court Office, 
Cheltenham 

DAWEON, EDWARD, Stafford, Lair: ee July 2 at 
11.30 County Court Office, Statfor 


Fpoar, THomas, Blaydon, Durham. Min eral Water | 


Manufacturer July 2 at 2.20 Off Rec, Pink lane, 
Newcastle on Tyre 

Evans, Ropext Pucur, Bangor, Auctioneer July 1 
at 12.15 Queen’s Head Cate, Bangor 

Fitcu, Wimu1AM, Royal ter, Green st, Upton pk, 
Furniture Dealer July at 2.30 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 

Forp, GronGe. Ringmer, Sussex, late Butcher June 
Watiz Off Rec, 4, P ‘avi ion bldgs, Brighton 

GASKILL, FREDERICK M, Liverpo i, Forwarding 
Agent July 2 at 3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, 
Liverpool 

Grirrin, THOMAS Henry, Peterborough, Corn _Mer- 
chant July 5at12 Law Courts, New rd, Peter- 
borough 

GROVES, ARTHUR WILLIAM, Dorchester, Secretary to 
aCandle Co July 4at1.15 Off Rec, Salisbury 

Harrison, Epwin Ricuarp, Temple Hirst, Yorks, 
Farmer June 28 at 10.30 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, 
Yorks 

Hiaarns, GrorGe Hopason, Hampton rd, Tedding- 
ton. Surgeon July iat 2.15 St Andrew’s chbrs, 
22, Park row, L: eds 

HI. JOHN, Swansea, Inn Manager July § at 12,50 
Off Rec, 6, Rutland st, Swansea 

Hopson, BENJAMIN, Headingley, nr Leeds, 
Julylati1 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Katz, SIEGMUND, Cross st, F insbur Furniture 
Dealer_ July 5 at it Bankruptcy bin igs, Portu- 
gal et, Lincoin’s inn fields 

Lock, W1LLiaM, Tunbridig 
ati2 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

LuxMoonr, WILLIAM JOHN, Hereford rd, Bayswater, 
late Capt 7th Dragoon Guards June 28 at 2.59 
33, Carey st, Lineal’ s inn 

MACKENZiK, THEOPORE, late of Maidenhead July 4 
at 12 BY Carey st, Linceln’s inn 

Marti, F. C., Howard st, Strand, Shipping Agent 
July 5 at 12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

Muiur, GERARD ‘CHAMPION, late Lloyd’s, Royal 
Excbange, Underwriter July 4 ati 33, Carey 
st, Lincoln’s inn 

O’FarRtLL, H. P. C,, late of Southsea 
33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

OLDFIELD, Ropent, Rhyl, F ints, Coal Merchant 
June 28 at %.20 Bankruptcy Office, Crypt chbrs, 
Chester 

PEDLEY, LEWIS JOUN, Potton, Beds, Baker June 29 
atil §&, St Paut’s sq, Be if wd 

QUARMBY, * JOHN, Milnsbridge, nr Hu 
Builder June 29 at 11 daigh & Sons, 
New st, Hudderstield 

Ripwp. THOMAS, Braidford, Pi'ton, Devou, Farmer 
June g8atil Sacders & Son, auctioneers, High 
st, Barnstaple 


Grocer 


July 4 at il 


cderstield, 


solors, 


SATTERFORD, WILLIAM Hitt, Plymouth, Reiresh- | 


ment house Keeper June 28 at 11 10, Atheneum- 
ter, Plymouth 
SPRULES, ROBERT GEORGE, Walthamstow, late 
Builder July 3at12 33, C mre y st, Lincoin’s inn 
Tuomas, DavIipD, Greenwo od rd, Hackney, Solicitor’s 
Clerk July 2at12 33. C arey st, Line ‘In’ sinn 
THOMAS, JOHN, Holborn viadue t, Commission Agent 
July 3 at 1t Bankrupte y bk lus, Portugal st, Lin- 
coln’s inn fields 
WHITEWRIGHT, ROBERT HENDERSON, and WILLIAM 


BROWN. Rood lane, Wholesale Tea Dealers July | 


2at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lin- 
coln’s inn fields 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ARMSTRONG, ROBERT JONATHAN, Chester, Jate | 
Ranker’s Clerk Chester Pet June 17 Ord} 
June 17 


ARTAULT, MAnI: PHILOMENE, Osnaburgh st, Regent’s 
ark, Widow Jligh Court Pet June 19 Ord 
Sees 19 

ATKINSON, WILLIAM, Leeds, Confectioner Leeds 
Pet June17 Ord June 17 

BENNETT, FREDERICK, New Windsor, Plumber 
Windsor Pet Junei8 Orl June 18 

BLuMSON, JOSEPH, Green st, Bethnal Green, Boot- 
maker High Court Pet June19 Ord June 19 

Bocock, Joun, Bury St Edmunds, Butcher Bury & 
Edmunds Pet June 12 Ord June 18 

CATCHPOLE, GEORGE FREDERICK, Ipswich, Porter 
Iiswich Pet June7 Ord June 18 vi 

CLAUGHTON, GARNETT, Farsiey, ur Lee Engineer 
Leeds Pet Junei9 Ord Junei9 

CuissoiD, WiLLIAM, Stroud, Glos, Architect Glou- 
cester Pet June iS Ord June 18 

CorE, JAMES, Maney, Sutton Coldfield, Builder Bir- 
mingham Pet June13 Ord June 17 

CorGRovE, FrepEzick Tuomas. Cheltenham, Hair- 
dresser Cheltenham Pet June17 Ord June 19 

Daviss, THomMas LurrMaNn, Weston super Mare, 
Somerset, Commission Agent Bridgewater Pet 
Junei7 Ord June 17 

Dawson, EDWARD, Stafford, Hairdresscr Stafford 
Pet Juneis Ord June is 

EpGar, THomMAs, Blaydon, Durhsm, Mineral Water 
Manufacturer Newcastle on Tyne 
Ord June 19 

GLEDHILL, GREENWOOD, and BENJAMIN GREENWOOD, 
Walsden, nr Tcdmorden, Laucs, Stone Dealers 
Burnley Pet June 14 Oid June is 





GOLDsTEIN, Lovis, Bradford, Stuff Merchant Brad- 
ford Pet May23 Ord June 17 na 
Hargison, Epwin Kicuarp, Temple Birs orks, 

Farmer York Pet June 18 Ord June 18 
Hust, Wituam, ard Davip 


PHILI Ps, Totterdown 


re Wells, Grocer June 29 | 


Pet June 6 | 


B instassshs AL, 





_June 2}, 1889, 





Bristol, Groceis "Bristol Pet June 18 Ord 
June 18 
JENKINS, THoMAS, Camborne, Cornwall, 
Truro Pet June17 Ord June 17 
| LAWRENCE, ALEXANDER MACCLESFIELD, St Helen’s 
| place Australian Merchaut High Court Pet 
| Marchi8 Ord June 17 ’ 
LAWTON, DAVID HENRY, Manchester, Paper Hangings 
Merchant Manchester Pet June 7 Ord June 17 
LinpGeETT, JAMES, Great t Grimsby. Auctioneer Great 
| Grimsby Pet June 18 Ord June 18 
| 


Butcher 


Lucas, Jou THOMA 43, East Stonchouse, Devon, 


Mason fast Stonehouse Pet June 11 Ord 








June i7 
Mornison, G., Gipsy hill, Norwood, Dairyman High 
Court Pet May 29 Ord June 17 


PEAKE, CHARLES T110oMAS, Fore st, Manufacturer of 
Ladies’ Dressing Gowns High Court Pet May 
20 Ord June 15 
POWELL, WILLIAM, Openshaw, nr Manchester, Baker 
| Manchester Vet June19 Ord June 19 
Rope «rs, WILLIAM McKay, Birmingham, Boot Dealer | 
Birmingham Pet June19 Ord June 19 
Ross, HuGu, Southampt 
ampton PetJuned OrdJunel 








house Keeper East Stonchouse Pet June 11 


Ord June 17 


SAYERS, JAMES, pak Hairdresser Ipswich Pet 


Juneis Ord Jane 
Smitu, Emma Rosa, a ELIZABRTIC MONTFREDA 
SMrin, Leomicstcr, Lic a Vic stuallers Leo- 


minster Pet June 19 Or 1 ‘June 1 

Smitu, Joseru, Pontefract, Farmer 
June is Ord June 18 

SroppakT. A. R , Sheffield, Provision Dealer Shefiield 
Pet May 10 Ord June 19 

Taytor, WitttAmM, Laudport, Grocer 
Pet June17 Ord June 17 

ToOWELL, HENRY SMITH, Swan rd, Hanworth, Car- 
oo r Kingston, Surrey Pet May 25 Ord 
June 18 

WaRNS, JAM#S RICHARD, Birmingham, Paper Mer- 
chant’s ‘Traveller Birmingham Pet June 1s Ord 
June 19 

The following am: 1: led notice is sion ph i for that 
published ia the London Gazctte of June 14, 

GopWIN, Gr RGE, Kingston, Landp rt, Grocer 
Portsmouth PetJuneit Ord June il 

London Gazette.—TUESDAY, June 25. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ALpOouS, WILLIAM, Norwich. Picture Frame Maker 
Norwich Pet June 22 Ord June 22 
Bonp, WILLIAM, Hulme, Mauchester, Coach Builder 
Manchester Pet June 21 Ord June 21 
BRADLEY, GLORGE, jun, Jate of Castleford. Yorks, 
| Solicitor High Court Pet May 2 Ord June 21 
CoLtEvAN, THOMAS, jun, Cambridge, Dairyman, 
Cambridge Pet Juue20 Ord June 20 
| COpPacKk, Tuomas, Chester, Carter Chester Pet 
June 11 Ord June 22 
CosGRrovsé, JAMES, sen, Gawsworth, nr Macclesfield, 
Retired Schoolmaster Macclesfield Pet June 8 
| Ord June 20 
DAwson, ANNIE Dawson, Clifton gins, Maida hill, 
School Proprietress High Court Pet June 19 
Ord June 21 
DEACON, GEORGE, Luton, Beds, Straw Hat Maker 
Luton Pet June 22 Ord June 22 
DIMMACK, MATTHIAS, jun, Bilston, Staffs, Metal Re- 
finer Wolverhampton Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
DREW, Henny, Weymouth, Bricklayer, Dorchester 
Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
FLEMING, FirzJaMEs, Shorncliffe, Kent, Capt 6th 
Dragoon Guards Canterbury Pet June 4 Ord 
June 21 
GILVERT, ALFRED, Willesborough, Kent, Builder 
Canterbury Pet Juane19 Ord June 19 
| GOFFIN, THOMAS, Westleigh, Burlescombe, Devon, 
| Innkeeper Taunton Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
| Hates, J A, Chancery lane, Solicitor High Court 
’ Pet May 15 Ord June 21 
‘ HANNA, WILLIAM ALFRED KINGSTON, Coventry, Sur- 
geon Coventry Pet June 21 Ord June 2i 
HAUXWELL, HENRY Francis, Hove, Sussex, Tutor 


Wi ikefield Pet 


Portsmouth 


| Biighton Pet June z2_ Ord June 

| Hitt, HENRY JAMEs, Huntsham, “nr Bampton, 

’ Devon, Smith Exeter Pet June 22 OrdJune 22 

| Hyams, HENRY, New rd, Whitechapel, Tutor Hish 

J Court Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

Mason, Epwtn, Wals.,ll, Currier Walsall Pet June 
21 Ord June 21 

METivVIER, JOHN JAMES, King st, Hammersmith, 
Timber Merchant High Court Pet June 20 
Ord June 20 

Nortu, R. E., Hatton Garden, Diamond Merchant 
High c % -- t Pet Feb13 Ord June 21 

| OLIVER, JAMES. Birmingham, Letter Cutter Bir- 

mingham Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

/ PILKINGTON, BEEV4R, Wortley, Leeds, Journeymau 
Taitor ong Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

Pyle, GEORGE, High st, Sevenoaks, -[obacconist 
Tunbridge Wells Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

| Ross, JAMES, Fore st, Linen Factor High Court 
Pet June7 Ord June 22 

Rowe, WriiitaM, Leadgate, Durham. Baker New- 
castle on Tyne Pet June3 Ord June 11 

SAUNDERS, CATHERINE ELIZABETH PatTeN, May- 
tield, Suss+x, Widow ‘Sunbridge Welis Pet 
June 22 Ord June 22 

| SyKxs, Mary J ANE, Doncaster, Timber Merchant 

| Shefiield Pet June 2i Ord June 21 

THoMAS, JOHN, Great Berwick, nr Shrewsbury, 
Farmer Sbrew-bury PetJune i? Ord June 19 

| TINNISWOOD, GEORGE, Preston Preston Pet June7 

| Ord June 21 

TRENCHARD, HenkY MONTAGUE, Taunton, Solicitor 
Taunton Pet June 22 OrdJune 22 


SATTERFORD, WILLIAM HILL, Plymouth, Re fre sshme mnt | 


{ 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


on, Corn Merchant South- 
8 | 





————ee 


Touerae, Tuomas, and ARTHUR TRUMAN, Oxford 
rd, New North rd, Islington, Upholsterers’ 
Trimmings Manufacturers High VUourt Pet 
June 22 Ord June 22 

WiITAKER, JAMES, Miilshaw, Beeston, Leeds, 

Essex, 


Grocer’ Lecds Pet June 2 Ord June 21 
Wittson, THomas HENRY, Uornchurch, 
Grocer Chelmsford Pet June 2t Ord June 3 
| The following amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the London Gazette of Oct 26. 
Ross, WILLIAM, late Darn Crook, Newcastle on 
Tyne, late Beerhouse Keeper Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet Oct2t Ord Oct 24 


The following amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the London Gazette of June 7 


CarD, HEEBERT, Birmingham, formerly Contes. 
tiotrer Birmingham Ord June 4 


RECEIVING ORDER RESOINDED 


ADAMS, ELIzA Mary, Lymington, iiieeeten of 
no occupation Southampton Rec Jan 14 Rese 
June 21 

FiRST MEETINGS. 

ARCHER, FREDERICK, Margaret st, Cavendish sq, 
a July 9 at 1 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inu 
tic ~ 

BADGER, WILLIAM FREDERICK, Bradway, Norton, 
pe -rbyshire, Colliery Aen ay vr July 5 at 3 

ff Rec, Figtree lane, Shefiield 

ae F. H, Guilford st, Russell sar, Contractor 
July 9 at 12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

BARNK#TT. ABRAHAM, Finsbury sar, Solicitor July 4 
at 2.30 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn fields 

BARNWELL, STEPHEN, Birmingham, Restaurant 
= xeper July 9 at il 25, Colmore rd, Birming- 
lam 

BATES, WILtIAM, Leicester, Tailor July 2at3 Off 
Ree, 28, Friar lane, Leicester 

Bootu, UWexbERT, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks, Cotton 
Doubler July 3 at 11 On Rec, Halifax 

BRADLEY, CHARLES PERCY, London rd, Sevenoaks, 
Draper July 3at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Portugal 
st, Lincoln’s inn 

Carp, HERBERT, Birmingham, formerly Confectioner 
July 3at1t1 25, Colmore rd, Birmingham 

CLIssoLD, WILLIAM, Stroud, Glos, Architect July 2 
at 4 Lmpcrial Hotel, Stroud 

CLOsEY, Jou, Bury, Bricklayer 
Wood st. Bolton 

CoLEMAN, THOMAS, jun. Cambridge, Dairyman July 
38at12 Off Kec, 5, Petty Cury. Cambridge 

Corr, JAMKS, Maney, Sutton Coldfield, Builder 
July 4ati1 25, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Davies, THOMAS, Blaina, Mon, Innkeeper July 2 at 
12 Off Rec, Merthyr Tydfil 

DREW. Henry, Weymouth, Bricklayer 
Oit Ree, Salisbury 

FoLiurr, Tuomas, Knowstone, Devon, Farmer July 
2at12 Unicorn Hotel, South Molton 

GLEDHILL, GREENWOOD, and BENJAMIN GREEN- 
woop, Walsdes, nr Todmorden, Lancs, Stone 
Dealers July11ati1 Exchavge Hotel, Nicholas 
st, Burnley 

GREEN, ROSETTA, and MoORETON JACOB GREEN, 
Edgware rd, Clothiers July 5atit Bankruptcy 
bldngs, Lincoln’s inn 

GREEN. SAMUEL, Nottingham, Baker July 2 at 11 
Off Ree, 1, High pavement, Nottingham 

GrRiFriTus, TsoMAS, Liechwedd-deri-issaf, Llan- 
wnen, Cardiganshire, Cattle Dealer July 2 at 
11. Black Lion Hotel, Lampeter 

Hoorr , SetTu, Cardiff, Grocer Juyiat2 Off Rec, 
29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Hunt, Win LIAM, and Davip PHILLIPs, Totterdown, 
Bristol, Gr cers July 1¢ at 12.30 Off Rec, Bank 
chbrs. Corn st, Bristol 

JAMES, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Crickbowell, Breconshire, 
Draper July 3 at iz Off Rec, Bank chbrs, Bristol 

JENKIN, T10MAS, Camborne, Cornwall, Butcher July 
2ati2 Off Rec, Boscawen s}, 0g 

LAMB, FRANCIS, Bedford row, Solicitor Jaly 9 at 2,30 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Lincoln’s inn tie ids 

Luoyp, Joun THomas, Bilston, Staffs, Tailor July 13 
atil Olf Rec, Welverhampton 

Lucas, JOHN THOMAS, East Stonehouse, Devon, 
Mz on July 2 at 11 10, Atheneum terr, Ply- 
m0 

OAKEs, oe DWIN JAMES, Bridgtown, Cannock, Staffs, 
Draper July 17 at 11.15 Off Rec, Walsall 

OGDEN, EDWARD BICKEsSTAFFE, West Hartlepool, 
Wholesale Stationer J uly 4 at 11 Oft Rec, 25, 
John st. Sunderlaud 

POWELL, WILLIAM, Cpe, nr Manchester, Baker 
July 4 at 11.80 Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, 
Mauchester 

REYNOLDs, VAVID, Bwichclawdd, Lilangranog, Car- 
digunsbire, Farmer July 3 at 12 Off Rec, 1!, 
Quay st, Carmarthen 

RicHarpson, THoMas Harris, Birkdale, Lancs, 
Milliner’s Manager July 4 at 3 Otf Ree, : 
Victoria st, Liverpool 

Rowe, WILLIAM, Leadgate, Durham, Baker July 4 
at 3 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastie on Tyne 

SABBARTON, THOMAS, Arcola st, Siacklewell, Antique 
Wood Carver July 5 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
Portugal st, Lincoln’s iun tields 

STANWELL, WILLIAM HENRY, Helpringham, Lincs, 
Shoemaker July 4 at 12 Off Rec, 48, High st, 
Boston 

TAYLOR, WILLIAM, Landport, Grocer July 3 at 12 
166, Queen st, Portsea 

THomMas, JOHN, Gt Berwick, nr Shrewsbury, Farmer 
July 6atit45 Law Society’s Rooms, Shrewsbury 

TURNER, HENRY, The Pavement, Clapham, Butcher 
July 3 at2.30 33, Carey st, Lincoln's inn tields 


July 3at i120 16, 


July 4 at3 



































June 29, 1889, 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 


_567_ 








Wuirrrams, Jonny, Aberkenfiz, nr Bridgend, Glam, 
Girocer July 9 at 10 Off Rec, 29, Queen st 
Cardiff 

WILLIAMS, WILLIAM ALton, Catford. Kent, Auc- 
tioneer July2at3 1:9, Victoriast Westminster 

YounG, FRANK, and Epwin Epsrook, Borough High 
at, Licensed Victua}lers July, 8atii Bankruptcy 
blégs, Portugal st, Lircoln’s inn fields 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


BLAk 4 CHARLES FREDERICA, and Ricuarp Man- 
RING WILLIAMSON, Eastbourne, Ironmongers 
Eas the yurne Pet May 8 Ord June 2 


Borrzy, JOsErH, Crewe, Butcher Crewe Pet May | 


23 Ord May 23 


Bonn, WILLIAM, Hulme, Manchester, Coach Builder } 


Manchester Pet June 2t Ord June 21 

CaBTER, JAMES, New Barnet, Herts Barnet Pet 
AprilS Ord June 22 

CLCsEY, JOHN, Bury, Bricklayer, Boltin Pet June 19 
Ord June 20 

COLEMAN, THOMAS, the younger, Cambridge, Dairy- 
man Uambri ige Pet June2) Ord June 20 

Crirrs, Joun, South Eston, nr Middlesbcrough, late 
Grocer Middlesberou gh Pet May 27 Ord June 19 

Davis, CHARLES, jun., Preston, nr Hitchin, Herts 
Farmer Luton Pet March 20 Ord June 20 

DEACON, GEORGE, Luton, Beds, Straw Hat Manu- 

 facturer Luton Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

DiMMACK, MatTraias. jun, Bilston, Staffordshire, 
Meta! Refiner Wolverhampton Pet June 20 
Ord June 2t 

Evaxs, RoBERT PUGHE, Bangor, Auctioneer Bangor 
Pet June13 Ord June 21 


FoLLeTT, THomas, Knowstone. Devon, Farmer 
Barnstaple Pet Juns21 Ord Juno 2t 
GILBERT, ALFRED. Wiilesboroagh, Kent, Builder 


Canterbury Pet June19 Ord June 19 

Gorrin, THomas, Westleigh, Burlescombe, Devon 
Innkeeper Taunton Pet June 18 Ord June 21 

Hanna, WILt1aAM Atrrep Kincston, Coventry, 
Surgeon Coventry Pet June 21 Ord June 22 

Hitt, HENRY JAMES, Huntsham, nr Bampton, 
Devon, Smith Exeter Pet June 22 Ord 
June 22 

JOYNEP, HENRY, London wall, 
Pet May 29 Ord June £0 

LIXDSEY, BENJAMIN CORNELIUS, Seven Sisters’ rd, 
Holloway, Cheesemopnger High Court Pet June 
19 Ord Juste 22 

LioyD, Joun Tuomas, Bilston, Staffs, Tailor Wol- 
verbampton Pet Junei2 Ord June 21 

LonG, JOHN FREDERICK, Manchester, Wholesale Ale 
Merchant Manchester Pet May 23 Ord 
June 20 

LUNN. CHARLES, Brighton, late Draper's Assistant 
High Court Pet June14 Ord June 20 

LUXMOORE, WILLIAM Jorn, Hereford rd, Bays- 
water, late Captsin of 7th Dragoon Guards 
High Court Pet Nov 20 Ord Juce 21 

Mason, EDWI1n, Walsall, Currier Wa'sall Pet Juno 
21 Ord June 21 

McCuLtocn, Jonny, South Shields, General Dealer 
Newcastie on Tyne Pet June8 Ord June 22 

OGDEN, EDWARD BICKERSTAFFs, West Hartlep ol, 
Wholesale Stationer Sunderland Pet Juae 8 
Ord June 21 

O1ivER, JAMES, ‘Birmingham, Letter Cutter Bir- 
mingham PetJune22 OUOrdJu.5 22 

PILKINGTON, BEEVER, Wortley, Leeis, Jouyneyman 
Tailor Leeds Pet Junez0 Ord June 20 

RICHARDSON, THOMAS Hakris, Birkdale, Lancs, 
anaes Manager Liverpool Pet May 27 Ord 
June 21 

FouTHWOOD, JAMES, Leeds, Bootmaker Leeds Pet 
June t4 Ord June 19 

Sykes, Mary JANE, Doncaster, Timber Merchant 
Sheffield Pet June 20 Ord Juve+1 

THOMAS, CHARLES, and GEORGE EGBEET ‘THOMAS, 
West Cowes, 1.W., Builders Newport and Ryde 
Pet June12 Ord June 20 

Tuomas, Joun, @t Berwick, nr Shrewsbury, Farmer 
Shrewsbury PetJune19 Ord June 19 

WHITAKER, AMES, Millshaw, Beeston, Lecds, 
Grocer Leeds PetJune 2t Ord June 21 

The following amended notice is substituted for that 
published in the London Gszette of Nov. 2. 

Ross, WILLIAM, late of Darn Crook, Newcastle on 
‘Nyne, late Beerhcuse Keeper Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet Oct24 Ord June 27 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Birt, Henry Tuomas, Walsall, Auctioneer 
Adjud Déc 22, 1884 Annul Uct 19 


Carver Hizh Court 


Walsall 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK, 

July 2.—Messrs, DEBENIIAM, Perea, FARMER, & 
URILGEWATER, at the Mart, E.C., at 2 p.m., Free- 
hold Ground Rent and Investments (eee apvertise- 
ment, Juve t, p. 6, and June 29, p. 4) 

July 2,—Messis. Diver & Co, at the Mart, E.C., at 
: p.m., Ficehold Prop erties (see advertisement, 
June t o The 

July 2—Messrs. RocERs, CHAPMAN, & THOMAS, at the 

Mart, E.C., at 1 p.m., Leasehold ‘Investments (see 
advertisement, June 22. p. 552). 

July 4.—Mesers. H. E. Foster & CRANFIELD, at the 
Mert, E.C., at 2 p.m.. te eg and Life Policies 
(sce adverti emer t, June 29, Bf) 

Ju'y 6. -Meesrs, Cons, at the Mart, Canterbury, at 
3p.m.. Farmhouse and Cottages (see advertisement, 
June 1, vp. 11), 


| 
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TUESDAY NEXT, JULY 2np.—ESSEX. 

To Capitalists, Land Companies, Builders, &c.—The 
North ‘Tilbury Estate —An important Fveehold 
Building Estate of 175 acres, near Low-street 
Station, on the London, Tilbury, and Southend 
Railway, and in the centre of a rising district. ne ar 
the new Tilbury Docks, Grays, Gravesend, c, 
The estate, which occupies a hill commanding ex- 
tensive views, has been laid out for the erection of 
villa and good class cottage and shop property, a 
number of houses having been a!ready built, and 
some let, The frontages measure about 37,000ft-, 
and are suitable for the erection of about 1,860 
houses. ‘The soil is gravel, and thereis a brickfield. 
Extensive waterworks have been erected capable 
not only of supplying all wants of this estate, but 
also of the surrounding district, ‘There isa pump- 
ing house, with a 24- h. p. engine, an artesian well 
with, it is believed, an inexhaustible yy & ex- 
ce ent water, end a reservoir capable of olding 
57,250 gallons. It affords a splendid opportunity 
for inaking a large profit to a capitalist prepared to 
develop it with exergy. Two-thirds of tae pur. 
chase-money may remain on mortgage if desired. 


N ESSRS. CHADWICK will SELL by 
I aps nd atthe M ART, Tokenhouse-yard, 
E.0., on T TUESDAY NEXIf, JULY 2, at TWO 
o'clock, By above valuable FREEHOLD BUILD- 
ING ESTATE, 

Particulars may be had at the Mart; of Messrs. 
Coburn & Young, Solicitors, 54, Leadenhall-street, 
E.C.; or of Messrs. Chadwick, Surveyors, &c., 17, 
Parliament-street, 5.W. 








HARROW-ROAD, W. 


By order of Trustees.— Freehold Ground-rents of £38 
per annum, and valuable long Leasehold Shops and 
Nesidences let at £119 per annum, 


N ESSRS. CHADWICK are iosstructed to 
SELL by AUCTION, at Se MART, E.C., ou 
UOESDAY NeXT, JULY 2, at TWO v'clock, il 
F REEHOLD GKOUND-REN t amounting to £33 
er annum, secured upon the 11 valuable resi: jences, 
os, 45 to 65, Westbourne- park-crescent ; also a long 
leasehold shop and residencs, No. 5}, Hampde n-street, 
Paddington, let at £26 per annum, and Nos. 2, ul, and 
13, Brindley-street, Paddington, let at rents amount. 
ing together to £93 per annum, 
For particulars of sale apply to Jcha Fraser, Esq., 
Solicitor, 16, Furnivat’s-iun, %»; or to Messrs, 
Chadwick, Surveyors and Land Agents, 17, Partia- 
ment-street, 8.W. 


ROWN CHAM BERS, 188, Ficet-street, 

with entry also from Clifford’ s- inn-passage.— 

Rooms suitable for Solicitors or Barristers to be Let 
at moderate rents.—Apply on the premises, 





} 


} 


idl 


Tt’ SOLICITORS, "BANKERS, : we 

Others having the custody of Wills, — Re 
George Morgan, Deceased. — Whereas GEORGE 
MORGAN, late of 15, Powis-road, Brighton, 
Esquire, Deceased, died on the 2ist May last, at 15. 
Powis-road, aforesail, and NO WIUL of tho said 
Deceasei has been f yund. Any — on having the 
custody of Ae! document purporting to be the Will 
of the said Decassed is requested to proiuce the 
same to the undersigned; and any person owing 
money to the said Deceased is T Receevs to retain 
the same until the Legal Personal Representative is 
ascertained, or to pay the sams to the joint account 
of Henry Prince and William Roas-Lewin Lowe at 
the London and County Bank, Pavilion-buildings, 
Brighton, 


LOWE & CO, 2, Temple-gardens, Temple, London, 
Solicitors for the Next-of-Kia. 


T° SOLICITORS.—Wanted, a genuine 
Practice, Partnership or Purcha 6; must bear 

every investigation and be well estabiish: ~d, and shew 

a goot income ¢ £1,000 to £3.000-—Addre:s, J. W. 
Virgo, 19, Finsbury-square, E.0. Commuuications 
treated be ‘strictly confidential. 


MANacina CLERKSHIP WANTED 
4 immediately in Town or Country by Solici- 
tor (aged 28); g.viog up a four years’ p-actics for 
saan of ca apital; reference givea; moderatesa ary.— 
Address, SOLICITOR, 6?, Strand. 


THE DIRECTORS of a leading Life pa 

Fire onset Ov. are desirous of appointing 

an experienced geatieman, witb influential connec- 

tions, to assist in the extensioa of their West End 

business.— Write, H., May’s Advertising Offices, 162, 
Piccadilly. 


LL.B, EX AMINATIONS, 
ME. LEONARD H. WEST, LLB, 
z Solicitor, First Division and Honours in 


Common Law ani Equity, Virst Divisim and 
Honours in Jurisprudence and Roman Law, &e 
commencing SIX. MONTHS’ POSTAL COURSES 
| for the January LU.B, and Intermediate Laws, Fee, 
| 9 guineas. 

LL.B. Pupils will be supplied gratis with a trans- 
lation of Book X1X., Tite 2 (Uocati Conducti), to- 
gether with Notes, an Essay comparing the English 
and Roman Law, and a set of Lest Questions oa the 
Title.—86, Albion-street, Leeds. 
CLERKE and BRETI’S CONVEYANCING ACTS. 

This day is —- Mer ag lition, post Svo, 
2s. 6d., clot 


T= CONVEYANCING AOCT4, tha 

ENDOR and PURCHASER ACT, the SOLI- 
CITORS’ REMUNERATION ACT and the General 
Order made theseunder i with Notes and an Intro- 
duction. Ay BREY ST. JOHN © LERKE, B.A., 
and THOMAS BRETI, LL.B., B.A., both of the 
Middle Temple, Eequires, Barristers at-Law, Third 
Edition. 

London: BUTTERWORTHS, 7, Fleet-street, Her 

ajesty’s Law Publishers. 


T° TRUSTEES. 
TO CAPITALISTS. 
TO INVESTORS. London, E.0, 


Ope and CHAMBERS, — Lofty 
and Well-lighted Offices and Chambers to be 
Let at Lonsdale Chambers, No. 27, Chancery-lane 
egemte the New Law Oourts). Also large, well- 
urnished Rooms for Meetiugs, Arbitrations, &c.— 
Apply to Messrs. C. A. Harrison & Co., Chartered 
Accountants, on the premises. 


Particulars of suitable In- 
vestments in London Pro- 
perty may be had free of 
Mr. Grorae J. FULLER, 85 
and 87, Gresham - street, 














(pFEOES (Ground Floor), Votes House, 

Christchurch-passage, Rn pee | to be 

Let; light and in good order; lately occupied by and 

admirably suited for Solicitor. -MONTAGD & ROBIN- 
sON, 86, ) Coleman-st reat, EC. 


EDE AND SON, 


ROBE pst MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole cf 
the Judicial Bench, — of London, &e. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTEKS™ 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peace, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


94, CHANCERY I.ANE, LONDON. 








568 © 


THE NORTH OF ENGLAND | 


TRUSTEE DEBENTURE 
AND ASSETS CORPORATION, LIMITED. 
AUTHORIZED SHARE CAPITAL, £1 
SUBSCRIBED SHARE CADITAL, £ 
cTors, 

JAMES FREDERICK BUCKLEY, Esq., 
Greenfield. Director cf the Manchestcr and Cot 
Bank, Limited. 

JOHN GALLOWAY, Junicr, Esa., J.P., Kn 
Tron Works, Mancheerter. 

OTHO HORKHETI MER, Esq. (M. 
Manchester. 
JOSEPH LEIGH, J.P. 
the M: a rtm “4 C anal 
WILLIAM EDWARD ME 
chester, Director of the ‘L al 

Bank, Limited. 

ADAM MU RRAY, Esq. (Broome, Murra 
Manchester. 

JAMES PARLANE, on 
pects cf the Manchester 


ons 


tt Mill 
Kaufma 
ee Direct 1 
‘Compr 

LLA? ND, Es 

i 


} 
cas hire ana Y 1} 


JP., Mar 
and falford 


Limited. 
sonia WALMSLEY RADCLIIFE, Esq. 
dha 
WILLIAM SLATER, Esq., J.P., Dui 
BANKERS. 
Tke Marchester and Salford Bark, Limited 
Manchester. 
SOLICITORS. 
Messrs. Grundy, Kershaw, Saxon, & 
chester and London, 
AUDITORS, 
Mersrs. Broome, Murray, & Co., 
SECRETARY. 
Robert Fletcher Allured. 
The Corporation is now prepared to ertertain pro- 
osa's for business faliing under any cf the following 
eads :— 

1. Acting as Trustee, Agent, &c., and under- 
taking trusts of every description. 

2. Assisting Companies in placing their de- 
ber tures and share capital, ard taking part 
in the conversion by persons and tirms of 
etanding and respectability of their busi- 
nesses into limited liability companies. 

8. The purchase of and dealing in assets of 
every description, and especially ests ates of 
insolvent companics and debtors or claims 
against the same, policies, reversions, &c, 

ROBERT F. ALLURED, 
Registered Offices :— Recrctary, 
104, King-street, Marncheste*. 


Man- 


Samson, 


anckester. 


EVERSIONS. 


| ial REVE RSIONARY 


INTEREST 
SOCIE TY (Limited), 
24, LINCOLN’S IND 


NY FIELDS, WC, 


CrarrMan—Edward James Bevir, Esq., Q.C 
Derutry-Coarnman—The Rt. Hon, HenryCecil Raikes, M.P. 
Reversions and Life Interests Purchased, Immediat 
and Deferred Annuities granted in exchange for Rever 

sionary and Contingent Interests. 
Loans may also be obtained on the 
sions. 
Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingzat, and 
aleo Endowments granted on favourable terms, 
Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and ail further 
information, may be had at the oftice. 
C, B. CLABON, Secreta 


M Obteace INSURANCE CORPORA- 
TION (Limited), 


security of Rever- 


Wirchester- house, Old Broad-street, E.C. 
Subscribed Capital £71 
Mortgages and Debentures insured against loss. 
Deposits received for Capital Redemption. 
T. Y. STRACHAN, 
General Manager. 


5.00, 


THE 


In oes n~ 
| Aconmu! tated Funds oe 


SOLICITORS JOURNAL, 


June 29, 1889. 








NATIONAL “REVERSIONARY — INVES STMENT COMPANY 
(Instituled 1837). 
For the Purchase of Absolute or Contingent Roversions, Life Interests, and 
Policies of Assurance on Lives. 


Crrice—63, 


me P BI Y WOOD LONSDALE, Esq. 
] x 


aoa 


Forms fer submitting Proposals for Sal 


NORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPAN 
} bi 1b] 1 1536, 
Loypow: 1, Moor Ss te-street, E.C. AprapzeEn, 1 
n race. 
INCOME & FUNDS (18ES) :— 
Fire Pren ee £615 000 
Lif e Premit Bes . . vce =. 2105, -000 
119, OS 


£2,581,000 
[MPERIAL FIRE om NSURANCE COM- 
PAN 
E statins x "1803, 

1, Old Broad-street, E.C., and 22, Pall Mall, S.W. 
Subscribed Capital, £1,2 30,000 ; Paid-up, £500,000 
Total Invested Funds over £1,600,000. 

E. COZENS SMITH, 
General Manager. 


PHENIx FIRE OFFICE, 19, Lompanp- 
£TREET and £7, CHARING-CRosés, LONDON. 
Established 1782. 
Moederate Rates. Absolute Security. Electric- 
Ligh ting Rules supplie d. Liberal Loss Settlements 
Prompt Payment of Claims. 
Joint Secretaries — 
W. C, MAcDoNnaALD and F. B. Macpon 
LOSSES PAID OVER 
£16,000,000. 


Lendcn Mercantile Insurances at Reduced Rates. 





ALD. 


| T HE BRITISH LAW FIRE INSURANCE 


COMPANY, LIMITED. 
Sutscribed Cspital, £1,000,000. 
This Company is prepared to entertain proposals 
«n eligible zisks, including Mercantile Insurances 
Ar plications for Agercies may be made to 
H. FOSTER CUTLER, Manager and Secretary. 
Offices, 5, Lothbury, Bank, London, E.C, 


ESTABLISHED 1351. 
B LEE 3 2 °o= BAN K.— 


Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane. 
THREE per CENT. INTEREST allowed on 
DEPOSITS, re paren le on demand. 

TWO per CENT. INTEREST on CURRENT 
AC COUNTS celculated on the minimum monthly 


| balances, when not drawn below £100. 


The Bank undertakes for its Customers, free of 
Charge, the Custody of Deeds, Writings, and other 
Securities and Valuables; the collection of Bills of 
Exchange, Dividends, and Coup: ms; andthe purchase 
and sale of Stock 8, Shares ,and Annuities. Letters of 
Credit and Circ ular Notes issued. 

The BIRKBECK ALMANACK, with full particu- 
lars, post-free, on application. 


FRANCIS RAVENSCROFT, Manager 

i be you want Money without Fees—amounts 
£10 to £1,000—before applying elsewhere see Mr. 

O. CLIBURN, personally if possible, 43, Great Tower- 

street. 


OLD PROAD 
STOBCTORS 


ENLEY, & 


may 


STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


Deputs-Chairman—AUG. W. GADESDEN, Esa. 
Tew, Prncy, Fsq. 


SWEE T 


be obtained at the Offices of the Company. 
G. A. RENDALL, Secretary. 

FROOKS BOUGHT.—To Mecouters, 1 
£5 Lurs, &€.—HENRY SOTHERAN & CO 
trand, and: 36, Piccadilly, PURCHASE LIBRARIES 
er smaller collections of Books, in town cr country, 
giving the utmost value in cash; also value for 
PROBATE. Experienced valuers promptly sent. 
Removals without trouble or expense to sellers, 
Fstablished 1816, Telegraphic Address, Bookmen, 
me ig Code in use, Unicode. 


AUNDRESS. eS Gentleman who is 

4 giving up his Chambers at Lincoln’s-inn can 

highly recommend a Launiress who lives in the 

neighbourhood.—Apply, by letter, to R. T., 11, Ab- 
church-lane, K.O. 


LONDON GAZETTE (pubiished by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No, 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STRELT. 

ft ENKY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 

begs to direct the attention of the Legal Profession 
to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 

— years, in the special insertion of all pro forma 
otices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued support.— 
N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the 

strictest care and promptitude assured. Official stam 

forms for advertisement and file of ‘* London Gazette” 

Sept. Bvappointment. 


NV ESSRS. JOHNSON & DYMOND beg 
+ to announce that their Sales by Auction of 
Plate, Watches, Chains, Jewellery, Precious Stones3, 
&¢c., are held on Mondays, Wednesdays, Thursdays, 
and Fridays. 

The attention of Solicitors, Executors, Trustees, 
and others is particularly called to this ready means 
for the disposal of Property of deceased and other 
clients, 

In consequence of the frequency of their sales 


| Messrs. J. & D. are enabled to include large or small 


quantities at short notice (if required). 

Sales of Furniture held at private houses, 

Valuations for Probate or Transter. Terms on ap- 
plication to the City Auction Rooms (established 
1793), 38 and 39, Gracechurch-street, 

Messrs, Johnson & Dymond beg notify that 
their Auction Sales of Wearing Apparel, Piece 
Goods, Household and Office Furniture, Garpet 8, 
Be edding, &c., are held on each day of the week 
Saturday excepted). 


SUMMER TOURS IN SCOTLAND. 
\ LASGOW and the HIGHLANDS (Royal 


Route vii Crinan and Caledonian Canals), 
Royal Mail Steamer COLUMBA or IONA from 
Glasg ow Daily at 7 a.m., from Greenock at 8 50 a.m, 
conveying, in connection with his West Hig shiand 
Steamers, passengers for Oban, Fort William, Inver- 
ness, Lic ichawe , Skye. Gairloch, Staffa, Iona, Glencoe, 
Stornoway, &c. OUfticial Guide, £d..: "Illustrated, 64. 

and 1s., by post, orat W. H. Sinith & Bons’ Railway 

Bookstalls. ‘Time bill, with Map and Fares, free 
from the owner, David MacBRayYNE, 119, Hope- 
street, Glasguw, 








INEBRIETY. 





THE 


“BRANTHWAITE” _ 





HOMES. 








FOR LADIES. 


Coleman Hill House, Halesowen, Worcestershire. 


FOR GENTLEMEN. 
High Shot House, Twickenham, Middlesex, 


Licenced under the Inebriates’ Acts, 1879-88, for the Treatment and | 
Cure of Incbriety, the Morphia Habit, and Allicd Discases. 


Licenecee—H. BR ANTHWAITE, F.R.C.S 








Liccneed undcr the Inebriates’ Acts, 1879-88, for the Treatment and 
Cure of Incbricty, the Morphia Habit, and Allied Diseases. 


Liccnsees—H. BRANTUWAITE, F.R.CS, 


3. (Ev.), Mas. BRANTHWAITE. 
Resbteut Medical Superintendent—H. BRANTHWAITE, F.R.O.S. (Ep.). 


Terms—2 to 5 


S. (Ev ), 0. J. BOORNE 


Medical Attendant—Dr. J, PRIESTLEY. 





guineas weekly. 


Terms—2} to 5 guineas weekly. 





"Kor Prospectus, &e., apply E 
MEDICAL ‘SUPERINTENDENTS 


Telegraphic Address— 
‘*Brantu waltz, HaLesowex,”’ 


For Prospectus, &c., apply 
BR: NTEWAITE AnD BOORNE, 


Telegraphic Address— 
** Branpoorng, Twickenuan,’ | 








